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Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment (In Custody) 06/10/2010 01:32 PM) Gary D. DeMeyer 
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Hearing Scheduled (Preliminary Hearing 06/24/2010 08:30 AM) 
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Change Assigned Judge 
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Carmouche, Darren Dustin TEN MILLION DEF ALSO NEEDS GPS 
Case Status Changed: Inactive 
Hearing result for Preliminary Hearing held on 06/24/2010 08:30 AM: 
Hearing Vacated 
Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment (In Custody) 06/21/2010 01:30 PM) 
Warrant Returned Defendant: Carmouche, Darren Dustin 
Case Status Changed: Pending 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) held on 06/21/201 O 01 :30 PM: 
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Third J I District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2010-0016895-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
User: WALDEMER 
Defendant: Carmouche, Darren Dustin 
ate of Idaho vs. Darren Dustin Carmouche 
Felony 
e Judge 
'2010 Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 10/04/2010 09:00 AM) James C. Morfitt 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 07/09/2010 09:00 AM) mo bond red Bradly S Ford 
Notice Of Hearing Court Clerks District (998) 
12010 Motion for bond reduction or release on own recongnizance and notice of Juneal C. Kerrick 
hearing 
12010 Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 07/09/2010 09:02 AM) KERRICK-mo James C. Morfitt 
bond red-ALREADY SET 
'2010 Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 07/09/2010 09:02 AM: Motion James C. Morfitt 




Motion Denied - Bond Reduction 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Yvonne Hyde Gier 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
James C. Morfitt 
James C. Morfitt 
PA- First Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery Juneal C. Kerrick 
PA's Second Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery Juneal C. Kerrick 
Motion to amend part 1 and part 11 superceding indictments and notice of Juneal C. Kerrick 
hearing 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 08/06/2010 09:00 AM) Motn to James C. Morfitt 
amend Part I and Part II 
'2010 Specific Request For Discovery Juneal C. Kerrick 





Court Reporter:Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 08/06/2010 09:00 AM: Hearing James C. Morfitt 
Held KERRICK - PREV SET 
Motn to amend Part 1 and Part 11 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 08/06/2010 09:00 AM: Motion James C. Morfitt 
Granted KERRICK - PREV SET 
Motn to amend Part 1 and Part 11 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 08/06/2010 09:00 AM: Order James C. Morfitt 
Granting Mo to Amend 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 08/06/2010 09:00 AM: James C. Morfitt 
Amended Superseding Indictment - Part I filed 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 08/06/2010 09:00 AM: 
Amended Superseding Indictment - Part II filed 
Response to Specific Request For Discovery 
Motion in Limine and Notice of Hearing 
Notice of Intent to Use 404 (B) and 609 Evidence 
PA 3rd Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
PA- Fourth Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
000002 
James C. Morfitt 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
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Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Pre Trial held on 09/07/2010 02:00 PM: Hearing Held Juneal C. Kerrick 
Motion in Limine 
Hearing result for Pre Trial held on 09/07/2010 02:00 PM: Pre-trial 
Memorandum Motion in Limine 
Hearing result for Pre Trial held on 09/07/2010 02:00 PM: Notice Of 
Hearing Motion in Limine 
Hearing Scheduled (Conference - Status 09/28/2010 10:00 AM) 
PA- Fifth Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Notice of Alibi Witness 
Expedited motion for order to produce grand jury transcript 
Objection to defendant's notice of alibi and alibi witness 
Pa's Sixth Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Pa's 7th Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Response For Request For Discovery 
Objection to state's motion in limine 
Pa's Eighth Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Hearing result for Conference - Status held on 09/28/2010 10:00 AM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Conference - Status held on 09/28/2010 10:00 AM: 
Continued Motion in Limine/404(b) 
Hearing result for Conference - Status held on 09/28/2010 10:00 AM: 
Order to Produce an Expedited Grand Jury Transcript 
Hearing Scheduled (Conference - Status 10/01/2010 02:00 PM) Cont. 
Notice Of Hearing 
Motion to continue 
Motion to shorten time for hearing and notice of hearing 
Transcript Filed (Grand Jury) 
Document sealed 
Hearing result for Jury Trial held on 10/04/2010 09:00 AM: Hearing 
Vacated **RESET** 
Hearing result for Conference - Status held on 10/01/2010 02:00 PM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Debora Kreidler 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Conference - Status held on 10/01/2010 02:00 PM: 
Continued Cont/Motion to continue/motn to shorten time 
Hearing Scheduled (Conference - Status 10/27/201 O 01 :30 PM) 
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Gregory M Culet 
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Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 11/01/2010 09:00 AM) STNW 
Notice Of Hearing 
Order to Continue and Reset Case 
State's proposed jury instructions 
PA- Ninth Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Motion In Limine and Notice of Hearing 
PA- Tenth Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Hearing result for Conference - Status held on 10/27/2010 01 :30 PM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Conference - Status held on 10/27 /2010 01 :30 PM: 
Interim Hearing Held Remain on for trial 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 11/03/2010 08:30 AM) STNW 
PA 11 th Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
PA's Twelfth Supplemental Response For Request For Discovery 
Ameneded Witness List 
PA 13th Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Hearing result for Jury Trial held on 11/03/2010 08:30 AM: Jury Trial 
Started STNW 
Found Guilty After Trial - Counts I-IV 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter:Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: more than 500 
pages 
Preliminary Jury Instructions 
Concluding Jury Instructions 
Verdict Form - Guilty- Part I - Counts I-IV 
Hearing Scheduled (Court Trial 11/12/2010 09:00 AM) CT on Part II -
Pers Vio 
Estimated Costs on Appeal 
State's Proposed Jury Instructions - Ordered filed upon instructions of 
Judge Morfitt. 
Judge 
James C. Morfitt 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
James C. Morfitt 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
James C. Morfitt 
James C. Morfitt 
James C. Morfitt 
James C. Morfitt 
James C. Morfitt 
James C. Morfitt 
James C. Morfitt 
James C. Morfitt 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing result for Court Trial held on 11/12/2010 09:00 AM: Court Trial James C. Morfitt 
Started CT on Part II - Pers Vio 
Hearing result for Court Trial held on 11/12/2010 09:00 AM: District Court James C. Morfitt 
Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
Order for Pre-Sentence Investigation Report and Substance Abuse 
Assessment 
000004 
James C. Morfitt 
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Order for Pre-Sentence Investigation Report and Mental Health James C. Morfitt 
Assessment 
Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 01/05/2011 09:30 AM) BLOCK OUT ALL Juneal C. Kerrick 
DAY 
Letter cc: PA PD 
Letter-Def (PA, PD) 
Motion For Return of Personal Property and Notice of Hearing 
PA 14th supplemental respose to request for discovery 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
f2011 Sentencing Memorandum Juneal C. Kerrick 
PA's Fifteenth Supplemental Response For Request For Discovery Juneal C. Kerrick 
f2011 Request to Obtain Approval to Broadcast and/or Photograph a Court Juneal C. Kerrick 








Hearing result for Sentencing held on 01/05/2011 09:30 AM: Hearing Juneal C. Kerrick 
Vacated and reset. 
Motion for Return of personal Property 
Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 01/25/2011 01 :30 PM) Motion for Return Juneal C. Kerrick 
of personal property 
Amended Notice Of Hearing Juneal C. Kerrick 
Order/Request to Obtain Approval to Broadcast and/or Photograph a Court Juneal C. Kerrick 
Proceeding - The Idaho Statesman - Granted w/Restrictions 
Order For Domestic Violence Evaluation 
Objection to Motion to Return Property 
Findings of Facts and Conclusions of Law and Order 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Stipulation to Vacate and Reset Sentencing Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 02/17/2011 01 :30 PM) Motion for Return Juneal C. Kerrick 
of personal property 
Order For Domestic Violence Evaluation 
Second Amended Witness List 
Motion to Reconsider 
Notice Of Hearing 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 02/10/2011 01 :30 PM) motion to 
reconsider 
Motion to Shorten Time for Hearing and Notice of Hearing 
PA's Fifth Suppplemental Response For Request For Discovery 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 02/10/2011 01 :30 PM: Interim 
Hearing Held motion to reconsider - mo to shorten time - granted 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 02/10/2011 01 :30 PM: Motion 
to reconsider - DENIED 
000005 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
James C. Morfitt 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
James C. Morfitt 
James C. Morfitt 
James C. Morfitt 
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ROA Report 
Case: CR-2010-0016895-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
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Defendant: Carmouche, Darren Dustin 
















Acquitted (119-2514 Enhancement-Persistent Violator) James C. Morfitt 
Judgment of Acquital Part II Persistent Violator Allegation/this Count Only James C. Morfitt 
Motion and Initial Memorandum on Defendant A new Trial and Motion for · Juneal C. Kerrick 
Mistrial 
Evaluation-Domestic Violence/Cook and Tafoya Fisher Behavioral Health Juneal C. Kerrick 
Document sealed 
Hearing result for Sentencing held on 02/17/2011 01 :30 PM: District Court Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Sentencing held on 02/17/2011 01 :30 PM: Interim Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing Held Motion for Return of personal property 
BLOCK FULL DAY per Shelli 
Hearing result for Sentencing held on 02/17/2011 01 :30 PM: Order to 
Produce an Expedited Trial Transcript 
Expedited Motion for Order to Produce Trial Transcript 
Motion Granted-Expedited Motion for Order to Produce Trial Transcript 
Transcript Filed- Partial Trial Transcript held on November 3, 201 O; 
November 4, 201 O; and November 5, 2010 
Appealed To The Supreme Court 
Notice of Appeal (Attorney General's Office Appealed) 
Scheduling order and notice of hearing 
Hearing Scheduled (Evidentiary Hearing 03/23/2011 09:00 AM) 
SC-Order Suspending Appeal 
Second Specific Request For Discovery 
Objection to motion for Mistrial or New Trial 
Hearing result for Evidentiary Hearing held on 03/23/2011 09:00 AM: 
Continued 
Hearing result for Evidentiary Hearing held on 03/23/2011 09:00 AM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
James C. Morfitt 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
James C. Morfitt 
James C. Morfitt 
Hearing Scheduled (Evidentiary Hearing 03/31/2011 01 :30 PM) for further James C. Morfitt 
oral argument 
Transcript Filed - partial trial transcript held on November 3, 2010 before James C. Morfitt 
Judge Morfitt 
Supplemental to Objection to motion for mistrial or new trial 
Acknowledgement of Discovery 
Affidavit of Aaron Bazzoli in support of Motion for New Trial 
Hearing result for Evidentiary Hearing held on 03/31/2011 01 :30 PM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
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Hearing result for Evidentiary Hearing held on 03/31/2011 01 :30 PM: James C. Morfitt 
Motion Held for further oral argument- Motion for NewTrial <« Taken 
Under Advisement- Written Decision to be Issued»> 
Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 04/12/2011 09:00 AM) BLOCK 1/2 DAY Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 04/18/2011 01 :30 PM) ****BLOCK 1/2 James C. Morfitt 
DAY*** 
Amended Notice Of Hearing Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing Scheduled (Further Proceeding 04/12/2011 10:30 AM) further Juneal C. Kerrick 
hearing Motion for New Trial 
Hearing result for Further Proceeding held on 04/12/2011 10:30 AM: James C. Morfitt 
Interim Hearing Held further hearing Motion for New Trial 
District Court Hearing Held Juneal C. Kerrick 
Court Reporter: Yvonne Hyde Gier 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
Supplement to State's Objection to defense motion for mistrial and new trial Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing result for Sentencing held on 04/18/2011 01 :30 PM: Hearing James C. Morfitt 
Vacated **** BLOCK 1 /2 DAY*** 
Second Supplemental to Objection to motion for mistrail or new trial 
Second Affidavit in Support of Motion for New Trial or Motion for Mistrial 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Objection to State's Second Supplemental objections to Motion for Mistrial Juneal C. Kerrick 
or New trial 
Third Suppl To Objection to Motion for Mistrial or New Trial Juneal C. Kerrick 
Affidavit of Angelika Dicus in support of Objection to Motion for Mistrial and Juneal C. Kerrick 
New Trial 
Affidavit of Ken Boals in support of Objection to Motion for Mistrial and New Juneal C. Kerrick 
Trial 
DENIED Findings of Fact, Conclustions of Law and Order 
Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 06/20/2011 02:00 PM) (2hrs) 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
James C. Morfitt 
Notice Of Hearing/Sentencing Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing result for Sentencing held on 06/20/2011 02:00 PM: District Court James C. Morfitt 
Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: more than 100 
pages 
Hearing result for Sentencing held on 06/20/2011 02:00 PM: Hearing Held James C. Morfitt 
Hearing result for Sentencing held on 06/20/2011 02:00 PM: Sentenced James C. Morfitt 
To Fine And Incarceration 
Hearing result for Sentencing held on 06/20/2011 02:00 PM: Commitment James C. Morfitt 
- Held To Answer - Counts I through IV 
Hearing result for Sentencing held on 06/20/2011 02:00 PM: Restitution James C. Morfitt 
Order 
Hearing result for Sentencing held on 06/20/2011 02:00 PM: Notice to James C. Morfitt 
Defendant Upon Sentencing - Post Judgment Rights 
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Hearing result for Sentencing held on 06/20/2011 02:00 PM: Final 
Judgement, Order Or Decree Entered 
Case Status Changed: closed pending clerk action 
Judgment and Commitment 
Restitution Ordered 17393.14 victim # 1 
Restitution Ordered 360.50 victim# 2 
Restitution Ordered 212.29 victim# 3 
Restitution Ordered 124.33 victim# 4 
Restitution Ordered 2962.68 victim# 5 
Restitution Ordered 86.50 victim# 6 
Restitution Ordered 1131.33 victim # 7 
Restitution Ordered 347.12 victim# 8 
Restitution Ordered 5000.00 victim# 9 
Motion for Appointment of state appellate public defender 
Order for appointment of State Appellate Public defender 
Appealed To The Supreme Court 
Notice of Appeal (By Public Defender) 
Motion for correction or reduction of Sentence ICR 35 ( Pro Se) 
Motion for Hearing ( Pro Se) 
Objection to motion for correction or reduction of sentence, ICR 35 
Judge 
James C. Morfitt 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
James C. Morfitt 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Order denying motion for correction or reduction sentence pursuant to rule Juneal C. Kerrick 
35 
S C - Order Re: Amended Notice of Appeal 
Amended Notice Of Appeal 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
PLAINTIFF, 
CASE NO. CR Io- I Lo z 1::5 
vs. 




(J'o be assigned by clerk) 
PROBABLE CAUSE AFFIDAVIT 
DEFENDANT 
State ofldaho, County of Canyon ss. Det. Angela Weekes, the undersigned, being duly 
sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
1. I am a peace officer employed by the Nampa Police Depaitment. 
2. The Defendant was anested on June 9, 2010 at 1302 hours, 
For the crime(s) of: 
Domestic Battery (Felony), Kidnapping (2nd Degree), Attempted 
Strangulation, and Malicious Injury to Prope1ty. 
3. The crime(s) occuned in the State ofldaho, County of Canyon at: 
J 9N Sugar Ave #102. 
4. How was the Defendant identified? 
Self-admission and photo identification. 
5. The crime was committed in my presence. { } Yes {X} No 
6. I believe that there is probable cause to believe the Defendant committed such 
crime(s) because of the following facts. (Note: You must state the source of all 
inf01mation provided below. State what you observed and what you learned from 
someone else, identifying that person.) 
PROBABLE CAUSE AFFIDAVIT 
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On 06/09/10, Officer Weirum and Officer Uriguen were dispatched to a residence on E. 
Whispering Willowing Lane, regarding a suicidal. Nampa Dispatch advised that a male 
by the first name of Darren had called the suicide hotline, and was contemplating suicide. 
Officers mTived at this location, and detennined that Danen did not reside there. Officers 
then received another address of . Officers anived at this 
location, and made contact with a, Christopher R. Young. Clu·istopher advised that he 
did know DmTen, and advised that Danen is his ex-wive's boyfriend. He advised his ex 
wife, Kirsteen M. Redmond-), that they were cunently living at 
#102, in the City of Nampa, County of Canyon, State ofidaho. 
., 
Officer Uriquen then arrived at this location, and knocked at the front door. At this point, 
a male subject's voice from behind the door advised everything was fine, and that we 
could leave. After talking with the male, he did come outside, and identified himself as 
Darren Cmmouche. Officer Uriguen asked Darren what was going on, and Darren 
advised that he had a verbal m·gument with his girlfriend, Kirsteen Redmond, over one of 
his friends making a move on her and she did not shoot him down. He said everything 
was fine and advised Kirsteen was inside. Officer Uriguen then asked Darren to go 
inside the residence, and he did give Officer Uriguen permission to open the door and 
yell into the residence. Officer Uriguen opened the door to yell in the residence, and 
Dauen advised, "Baby you alright" refening to Kirsteen. Officer Uriguen then spoke 
with Danen a little bit more, and was able to open the door completely and look inside 
the residence. After several times of yelling at Kirsteen to wake up who was sleeping on 
the couch she did. Kirsteen was lying on the couch in the living room of the apartment 
with her back against the doorway. Kirsteen got up, came, and talked to Officer Uriguen. 
As Kirsteen walked up, Officer Uriguen looked inside the apartment. Officer Uriguen 
noticed that the apartment was a mess. There were prope1ty items thrown everywhere, 
items turned over, items broken such as vases and other property items in the living 
room. It appeared an altercation took place recently. 
Kirsteen came up to Officer Uriguen and as she walked up to him, he asked her if 
everything was fine, m1d she said that everything was fine. At this point Officer Uriguen 
noticed a large bump over her right eye, a small bwnp over her left eye, bruises on her 
face, scratches on her chest, and blood all over her facial area that appeared to be dry. 
Kirsteen told Officer Uriguen that everything was fine when he asked her how she got 
her injuries. She advised Officer Uriguen that she feel down the stairs and he then spoke 
with her further. 
Officer Uriguen then went inside the residence, had Kirsteen sit down on the chair and 
he began speaking with her regm·ding the incident. Officer Uriguen asked Kirsteen who 
did this and if Darren did this. Kirsteen denied Dan-en causing any of the injuries, told 
Officer Uriguen that everything was fine that she was clumsy and she got hurt. Dtufog 
this time, Kirsteen was showing emotion and had tears coming from her eyes. Officer 
Uriguen then asked her when this happened and she said last night at 2200 hours. While 
talking with Kirsteen she was telling Officer Uriguen she was having a hard time 
breathing, and it hmis everywhere. Officer Uriguen asked her where she was hurt at 
besides the area that he could see on her face, and she advised everywhere. Officer 
PROBABLE CAUSE AFFIDAVIT 
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~ .. ,..,~''"then asked Kirsteen what happened. Kirsteen continued to deny that Darren did 
it, and advised that she and DaITen are the only ones that live at the residence. Then 
Kirsteen referred to "the people". Kirsteen said the people hit her with her fist, feet, and 
a bat, threw her on the carpet, threw her against the walls, and referred to them as "the 
people", but would never admit that Dai.Ten did this. 
Kirsteen said "the people" have trust issues and tore apart the house. "The people" also 
have trust issues, and "the people" accuse her oflying and it's her fault. Also "the 
people" told her that they were going to kill themselves. Officer Uriguen then asked 
Kirsteen how often "the people" did this. Kirsteen advised "the people" have done this 8-
10 times in the past year and a half, and this was the worst time. Kirsteen advised she 
was scared of "the people", and "the people" tlu·eatened to kill her. 
Kirsteen was asked where the bat was. She advised it was mlknown, somewhere inside 
the residence, and Sergeant Wagoner was able to find a brown and red wooden bat 
upstairs. Sergeant Wagoner showed her the bat, and she identified the bat as the one that 
she was hit with. Officer Uriguen then asked where the fight took place. Kirsten advised 
the fight took place in the living room with "the people" with the verbal over work and 
acquaintances. Kirsteen said "the people" hit her an unknown amount of times, possible 
five or more with the bat in her body area. 
Sergeant Wagoner noticed a knife on the couch where Kirsteen was laying, ai.1d asked her 
about this. Sergeant Wagoner asked her ifthe knife was for protection, and she nodded 
yes. Officer Uriguen then asked Kirsteen how many times she was hit with fists, and 
Kirsteen advised hundreds of times. Officer Uriguen then asked her how many times she 
was hit with feet, and she said once or twice. Officer Uriguen then asked Kirsteen if she 
needed medical attention, and she said yes. Officer Uriguen then asked Kirsteen again if 
DaITen did this, and she continued to deny that he did. Officer Uriguen continued to 
interview Kirsteen during this time, and she continued to deny Darren doing this. 
While speaking with Kirsteen she advised "the people" blocked her from corning out of 
rooms, held her from seeing friends. "The people" go through her phones, and "the 
people" do not trust her. While talking with Kirsteen she was having hard time 
breathing, and asked for an ambulance. Officer Uriguen then requested medics to our 
location. 
Medics arrived on location, and checked out Kirsteen. Medics advised that Kirsteen, due 
to her possible internal injuries, they were going to take her to St. Alphonsus Hospital. 
Kirsteen was having a hard time breathing, and had a large bump over her right eye, a 
smaller bump over her left eye, bumps on the back of her head, bruising in the facial area, 
bruises on her right arm, bruises on her left arm, and a large bruise on her left leg where 
she was hit with the bat. Kirsteen was then placed into the ambulance. Wbile in the 
ambulance Officer Uriguen asked Kirsteen to tell me who did this, and Kirsteen said 
Darren did this to her. Officer Uriguen then asked Kirsteen if Darren hit her with the bat, 
and she said yes. Officer Uriguen then asked Kirsteen if Darren threw her against the 
PROBABLE CAUSE AFFIDAVIT 
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wall, and she said yes. Officer Uriguen then asked Kirsteen ifDanen hit her with fists, 
and she said yes. Officer Uriguen then asked Kirsteen ifDanen kicked her, and she said 
yes. Officer Uriguen then asked Kirsteen if Darren had tore apmi the house, and she said 
yes. Kirsteen was then transported to St Alphonsus Hospital in Boise. 
I responded to St. Alphonsus Hospital where I met with Kirsteen in the emergency room. 
Kirsteen had very noticeable swelling to her face as well as several other bruises. She 
had a significant bruise on her left thigh and several bruises on her right forearm. I 
noticed dried blood on her lip as well as in her right ear. Kirsteen told me that her 
boyfriend Darren who she has lived with since April 2009 battered her on 06/08/2010 
from 4 PM to 10 PM. She said that he hit her with his fists, feet, and a baseball bat, as 
well as head butting her and hitting her onto the walls, floors and with his knees. 
The nurse working with Kirsteen, Marggie Lewis, confinned an x-ray showed Kirsteen 
had a fractured rib. 
Kirsteen told me that the huge bruise on her left leg was from being hit multiple times 
with a baseball bat. He also used the end of the bat and hit her repeatedly in the chest. 
Kirsteen stated that Darren bashed her into the walls, hitting her head multiple times in to 
the wall. Kirsteen had visible swelling on her forehead and stated that she had knots all 
over her head. 
Kirsteen stated that during the incident, Darren choked her several times during the 
altercation. Darren told her that she was going to pass out because he was going to put 
her to sleep. She denied passing out but stated that she had difficulty breathing for the 
first few hours after the strangulation, she had difficulty swallowing. She stated that her 
voice seemed a little scratchy and that he had also put his hand on her nose and mouth, 
trying to suffocate her. 
Darren told Kirsteen that if she got him put back to prison, he would send someone to kill 
her. He told her that they would take her out to Gowen Rd. and shot her in the head. 
Kirsteen stated that the incident on 06/08/2010, he started with "major blows" to her head 
with his fist. He told her, "I'm going to smash your face in. I'm going to break your jaw 
if you don't tell me what is going on". Kirsteen stated that Darren believed that she was 
having an affair with someone he worked with and when she would not admit that was 
happening and give him the answers he wanted, he would hit her repeatedly. 
Darren told Kirsteen, "You're not going to get out of here alive tonight. I'm going to 
murder you. I'm going to kill you. You're not getting out of here. You are going to die". 
She though he said that about eight to ten times. While he was saying that to her, he 
would also hit her. Kirsteen said that she did not think she was going to get out alive. 
She said that when it was about four to five hours into it, she was looking around, trying 
to figure out a way to get out but Darren was much quicker then her. He told her, "Just 
you try to run. If you run, I am going to kill you right now". Kirsteen did not feel like 
she could leave the house. She stated that she was at the point that she knew they had 
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knives in the house and was considering that she was going to have to take him out in 
order to get out, or she was going to die. 
I asked what Kirsteen thought the likely hood of Darren harming her again was. She told 
me "100%". 
On the Idaho Domestic Violence Supplement, Kirsten scored 6 out of 7. She met three 
out of four of the italized areas with the recent separation in April, the attempted 
strangulation and Extreme Possessiveness. 
Danen has showed an escalation of violence to include threats to kill. I am requesting a 
high bond for Kirsteen and her family's safety. 
Det. Angela Weekes 
DATED: l/?1 It(\ 
I 
Residing at: 211 12th Ave. S. 
Nampa Police Department 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 
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) Affymt 




My commission expires: i&/1 0 /;5 












estic Violence Supp ··· nt Case# ;JI 0 - 2.0 Jc; c;.._, 
Risk Assessment of Dangerousness (add# of factors that have at ieast i box marked) SAFE emergency contact number for victirn/s: 
1-3 Diffonmt Factors 0 4-5 Different Factors 6-7 Different Factors (Xf Italicized Factor/s Cl 
· ;,;r:~"f=·~;;;·=:··"' 1"·: ·.' Name k_,·c.sfs;.~ llcolr.o,,J Age __ Vlctlml\1' SuspectO 





0 0 Excited 0 0 
0 0 Nervous 0 
0 0 Calm a 
!ii 0 Intoxicated 0 D 
Crying ~ 0 Fled Scene 0 0 
Fearful 
Unable to talk 
!l D Agitated 121' 
Jl9 0 
~'.~:,1~~-- .:;·;:"·: . .!F . 
Victim Suspect 
Refused Medical 0 0 
Assistance 
Arst Aid EMT 
Emergency Room ~ 
Pregnant 0 0 
Vulnerable Adult 0 0 
Location of treatment :'.>T,. JS 
0 Children present 
during Incident 
0 P1ior reported 
child abuse 
0 Allegatlon of current 
child abuse 
By whom--------
I - . factor 1: History of DomestfC: Violence .· : 
Provided by: Victim.ID Suspect Q Other:-------
Current ClvH Protection Order 
0 Current Criminal No C-0ntact Order 
0 No Contact Order or Protection Order vlolation today 
If so, by whom,~-~-----~-~-~--~ 
$& Recent escalation of violence 
0 Prior unwanted physical contact 
lS_ Does victim report threat or future harm 
0 Caused serious Injury to another in prior incident 
0 Stalking behaviors. Provide specific details In narrative. 
0 Hos forced partner to have sex 
C!f Previous attempt(s) of strangulation 
~ Threaten d abuse or allegation of abuse of an!mals 
Victim perception offutur risk: Low Medlum D HighCit 
Weapons 
di Acce5s to weapons 
~ Prior use of weapons to 
injure or threaten 
tiS Weapon m ved.. 
Type: _ _:..LI4-~ I ___ _ 
0 Seized 
~Attempted Strangulation 
Ill- Breathing difficulty 
Vokechange 
iJl Swallowing changes 
~ Behavioral changes 
0 Loss or consciousness 
J 
Name Dc...rfc:n ~ 1"'Q ucl.,,, Age~ Victim 0 Suspe«ltl 
Male Q' Female 0 Ht. S-oi;. Wt. J..Sli_ Hair color~ Eye Color~ 
.Ve l"\c..r K.S ' 
<'.)(' :r,....~1'\~ 
Factor 2: Threatto Kill Factor 3: Threats of Suicide . Factor 4: Separation · : Factors: Coerdveicontrolling Behavior. 
~ Specific threats to !Si Suspect suicidal. Number of 
klll victim attempts & date of most 
~ Specific threat~ to kill recent T"-<'s + C..1"\ S 
chlldrenor ______ ,12t. Depression or other 
~ Displaying weapon mental 111 ess 
at time of threat Other stressors (1.A~'hi.l~ ~"\'t 
. 0 Prior Clvll Protection Order 
0 Prior Criminal No Contact Order 
0 Other prior police contact 
0 Violation 
0 Vlolatlon 
Factor 7: Alcohol or Drug Abuse by Suspect · 
~ Drug and/or alcohol abuse 
~ Under the lnnuence when current altercation started 
l f so, what type and quantity: -"'-t\_.__c..:_t-__ ~_..... _____ _ 
0J Recent separation 
0 Recent or imminent 
court action 
0 Loss of employment 
~ Threats and Intimidation 
~ Destruction of property or pets 
~ Monitoring by 'suspect (GPS, cell phone) 
,;e1" 1solatlng of victim 
~ EKtreme posseJslveneJs 
:ml:l~lt!ti~!ai~l~~iif~~ki'.ttt:~:::Jl::!t'ti~~~~itt':::t:i~·~~:~~~· 
Referrals Of necessary) 
0 Adult Protective Services 
0 ChRd Protective Services 
Victim 
tO Provided domestic violence 1 
Information per Idaho Code 39·6316 
0 Humane Society '5' Asked if accommodation needed 
181 DV Packet Other: V f'\.S:... 
Notified by: 0 911 Call 0 Non-Emergency Dispatch 
0 Officer Initiated j1'l Other We. I fc.tc.. Cbs.c. ~ 
Officer compl~tlng form -=S~U..;:....:..1..f.....,l'.:; ..... u..= c.=::"':.....::0---------
Date ~ I 'i /Jo Time /3 ~ '2.z. 
The Domestic Violence Supplement does not take the place of a norrative. Domestic violence cases are complex. If there are additional observations or if a victim is unable or 
unwilling to respond to the questions, indicate such in the narrative. The seven risk factors are numbered an~~ '}'ii ~Ql'j91iies) boxes or darker gray boxes. Some studies indicate 
th,,,t- th..:. it.,.n,.;-.oA ,...hc.,..,u~ti'"'nc rn::.\l h ... cin,..ihr-:iont nro.rlirtnrc ~( l•th::iilitv l=nrm rt~tp• C:,pntPmhPr ?OOQ U U U U I(;, i 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
PROBABLE CAUSE 
) 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, Plaintiff, ) 
-vs- ) 




aka ) Time _________ _ 
Defendant. ) 
APPEARANCES: , /) . ~ ,// 
£81 Prosecuting Attorney fL ~ j ft !J1~50 /f 
¢ Witness ?fl;_ c( K ! 7 m Initiating Agency __ ..,,_,;z-ff//_,_/4_· ~P""'-------
PROCEEDINGS: 
Sworn: tJl Yes 0 No 
f.<?- ~;,,/;/;/ 
Cause Found: ~Yes 0 No 0 For Setting of Bail 0 Previously Found Electronically 
Complaint Signed: R Yes 0 No 
Warrant Issued: 0 Yes 0 No Summons Issued: 0 Yes 0 No 
BAIL: 
Bond Recommended: $ -------- Bond Set: $ _______ _ 
1 n Custody: (;<Yes 0 No 
Commenffi: _________________________ _ 
CHARGES: I d / 
1. )f!] [MJ -'-'-/f-"-/,__,/,__~..,,...£-'-"-ltl_,__y.,£.,1-/J?-"'-}<_~=--"'-'~ ___ -_Y l)._"-",R'-"-......_!t.;..J/.ffj~!!'--CL~4:-'-'-/--'--;...:;...'Li ____ _ 
2. ~ [M] __.,,._/_:S-_/--"/;)._· ',j_:z_,,...Vf_.__· -=-'t_=C..___!)_._/_,.1J'""'""/,_,_;1..:..J...ft-fi'""""'?i?....._/__.;1/..,..§.__ ______ _ 
3. ,tEJ [M] _.<.-IA_~ t?....,,_~y-,t...'4-liff'-<-lJt--~!L"-'· .zt-=---~_;;;._-t _._~--=o~R'7~· "'-"tr:-· ~..__,a'--'-( -,!-' /-------
4. ~ [MJ __ p;---'-~-J'Jf_.,__~_5_,--,_J_· -=-c_l3~&_0;__;/_--t_'/1_'-__,l..,,_/_· --~-O?-=-L_,_4-"-U_M.'-'-/1-_r_,._' _e-
5. [FJ lMl ___________________ X_#.;__._.-_u._efc_(r_ 
6. [FJ [M] ---------------:;~---:T9----,-::;f-1"';1-:::>7::;-7""':;---
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dm 
JOHN T. BUJAK 2010 ._/ 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
CANYON COUNTY 
M BECK, DEPUTY 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STA TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 




CASE NO. CR2010- / l, f95- G 
CRIMINAL COMPLAINT 
for the crimes of: 
COUNT I-ATTEMPTED 
STRANGULATION 
Felony, I.C. 18-923 
COUNT II - KIDNAPPING IN THE FIRST 
DEGREE 
Felony, I.C. 18-4501; 18-4502 
COUNT III-PART I-AGGRAVATED 
BATTERY (USE DEADLY 
WEAPON/INSTRUMENT) 
Felony, LC. 18-903(b);l9-907(b) 
COUNT III - PART II- POSSESSION OF 
A DEADLY WEAPON DURING THE 
COMMISSION OF A CRIME 
Felony, I.C. 19-2520 
COUNT IV - DOMESTIC BATTERY -
TRAUMATIC INJURY 
Felony, I.C. 18-903, 18-918(2) 
000023 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
SS 
County of Canyon ) 
PERSONALLY APPEARED Before me this /{J{'1day of June, 2010, 
-4~-!t-7"r't"'=-11...,.._--+d,,,....1~, -;Jltf-H'-4'-WJL~~~-..... ?1 ___ , of the Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney's Office, 
who being duly sworn, complains and says: 
COUNT I 
That the Defendant, Darren Dustin Carmouche, on or about the 9th day of June, 
2010, in the County of Canyon, State ofldaho, did willfully and unlawfully attempt to strangle 
and/or choke Kirsteen Redmond, a household member. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code, Section 18-923 and against the power, 
peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
• 
COUNT II 
That the Defendant, Darren Dustin Carmouche, on or about the 9th day of June, 
2010, in the County of Canyon, State ofldaho, did willfully confine and/or detain Kirsteen 
Redmond with intent to cause her serious bodily injury, within Idaho. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code, Section 18-4501; 18-4502 and against the 
power, peace and dignity of the State ofldaho. 
COUNT III - PART I 
That the Defendant, Darren Dustin Carmouche, on or about the 9th day of June, 
2010, in the County of Canyon, State ofldaho, did actually, intentionally, and unlawfully touch 
and/or strike the person of Kirsteen Redmond against her will by means of a deadly weapon 
and/or instrument, to-wit: a baseball bat. 
COMPLAINT 2 
000024 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code, Section I 8-903(b ); I 8-907(b) and against 
the power, peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
COUNT III-PART II 
That the Defendant, Darren Dustin Carmouche, on or about the 9th day of June, 
20 I 0, in the County of Canyon, State ofldaho, did use and/or attempt to use a deadly weapon, to-
wit: a baseball bat in the commission of the crime alleged in Count III-Part I Aggravated Battery 
under I.C. 18-907. 
COUNT IV 
That the Defendant, Darren Dustin Carmouche, on or about the 9th day of June, 
2010, in the County of Canyon, State of Idaho, did actually, intentionally and unlawfully hit, 
strike and/or punch the person of Kirsteen Redmond in the head, and, by doing so, did willfully 
and unlawfully inflict a traumatic injury upon Kirsteen Redmond. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code, Section 18-903, 18-918(2) and against 
the power, peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN To before met . 
"\ +l> / l.J day of June, 2010. 
COMPLAINT 3 
000025 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
l8J ARRAIGNMENT l8J IN-CUSTODY 0 SENTENCING I CHANGE OF PLEA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
-vs-
DARREN D. CARMOUCHE 




0 Defendant's Attorney 0 
ADVISEMENT OF RIGHTS: Defendant 
Plaintiff 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-10-16895-C 
Date: 6/10/10 
Judge: DEMEYER 
Recording: MAG 7 (156-205) 
l8J Prosecutor ANNE VOSS 
0 Interpreter 
iSj was informed of the charges against him/her and all legal rights, including the right to be represented by 
counsel. 
l8l requested court appointed counsel. 
[8J lndigency hearing held. 
[8J Court appointed public defender. 
0 Arraignment continued to 
0 to consult I retain counsel, 0 other 
0 waived right to counsel. 
0 Court denied court-appointed counsel. 
before Judge 
[g]PRELIMINARY HEARING: 
rgj Preliminary Hearing set 
0 District Court Arraignment: 
Statutory time waived: 0Yes [8:1No 
6/24/10 AT 8:30 AM 
0 Preliminary Hearing Waived 
before Judge FRATES 
before Judge 
0 ENTRY OF GUil TY PLEA: Defendant 
0 was advised of effect of guilty plea and possible consequences. 
0 entered plea freely and voluntarily with knowledge of consequences. 
0 Plea of guilty accepted by the court. 
0 Defendant ordered to obtain 0 alcohol/drug 0 domestic battery 0 anger 0 misdemeanor PSI 
evaluation prior to sentencing date. 
0 Sentencing continued to before Judge: 0 
0 State to notify victim. 
0 ENTRY OF NOT GUil TY PLEA: Case to be set for 
BAIL: State recommends 
0 Released on written citation promise to appear 
0 Released on own recognizance (O.R.) 
0 Released to pre-trial release officer. 
l8l No Contact Order l8l entered 0 continued 
0 Address Verified 
0 court trial. 0 pre-trial and jury trial. 
0 Released on bond previously posted. 
l8l Remanded to the custody of the sheriff. 
[8J Bail set at $5,000,000 
0 Consolidated with 
0 Corrected Address==-
OTHER: The Court advised the defendant that a term of release is that the he has to be equipped with 
a GPS devise upon posting of the bond. 
m G0u r \A, V\, Deputy Clerk 




THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
BY __ -+-1--"--'"'-'b"c~.\.ilr+-\----' Deputy 
THE STATE OF IDAHO/or 









ORDER APPOINTING PUBLIC 
DEFENDER 
The Court being fully advised as to the application of the above-named applicant and it appearing to 
be a proper case, 
Gr . . IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Canyon County Public Defender be, and hereby is, appointed for 
w \rrtY\ ~lt0h n. QairffioucA~ v . . 
1sLTHEMATTERISSETFOR £t£l1m ~ bla.0) 10 at- g :30avn 
1 
. ~ore Ju~g~ _i ----11/1.--' JA~fe_S _____ _ 
0 THE MATTER SHALL BE SET FOR -----------------
Dated: ____.;;.b~l 1 o~\lb...___ 
~ In Custody-- Bond$ ,S)OODJJUO ~ w/ Gr fOLL 
tf'-Released: D O.R. / · 
D on bond previously posted 
D to Pre Trial Release 
Juvenile: D In Custody 
D Released to 
Judge 
posh:} 
~-------------~ 7J No Contact Order entered. 
D Cases consolidated. 
D Discovery provided by State. 
D Interpreter required. 
D Additional charge of FTA. 
Original--Court File 






THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
FILED b Jio Ira AT \Sin.M. 
CLERK OfuITa msYf~URT 
BY , . v ~; , Deputy 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, or 
COMMITMENT ON BOND 
Plaintiff, 
-,Damn D , ~rm@vb£.1 
Defendant. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above-named Defendant be committed to the custody of the 
Sheriff of Canyon County, Idaho: 
'f., Bond having been set in tlle sum of$ S/ffj J OQ 0 . 
D Bond having been D increased D reduced to the sum of$. ______ _ 
D Defendant shall report to the Pre-Trial Release Office if bond is posted. 
b(, Defendant shall have no contact with victim whether or not bond is posted. 
· b -Defendant shall not operate or be in the fr<)(!t s;at of any motor vehicle ff bond is posted. 
pi Otller 8l PS N!~A IN'.d l T tond - 0 Y' [01 to rdaCL~ 
Dated: --'<-L+b\-+--t-\ 0 \\........_b _ 
















TIME 05/10/2010 15:05 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
Citation I Case No. 











NO CONT ACT ORDER - Detention 
Alleged Victim's Name --+-1,.L:-J.~~'-'-...:.....i.~u.L.;=-:....:::.u:..~----------------­
YOU, THE DEFENDANT. ARE HEREBY ORDERED TO HAVE NO CONTACT DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY WITH 
THE ALLEGED VICTIM. You shall not harass, follow, contact, attempt to contact, communicate with in any form, or 
knowingly remain within 300 feet of the alleged victim or his/her property, residence, work, or school. 
You are further ordered to vacate the premises where the alleged victim resides. You must contact a law 
enforcement officer who will make arrangements to accompany you to the residence to remove items and tools necessary 
for employment and personal belongings. The officer will determine what constitutes necessary personal belongings. 
VIOLATION OF THIS ORDER IS A SEPARATE CRIME under Idaho Code section 18-920 for which no bail will be 
set until you appear before a judge and is subject to a penalty of up to one (1) year in jail and up to a one thousand dollar 
($1,000) fine. Any person who pleads guilty to or is found guilty of a violation of this section who previously has pied guilty to 
or been found guilty of two (2) violations of this section, or of any substantially conforming foreign criminal violation or any 
combination thereof, notwithstanding the form of the judgment or withheld judgment, within five (5) years of the first 
conviction, shall be guilty of a felony and shall be punished by imprisonment in the state prison for a term not to exceed five 
(5) years orb a fi e not to exceed five thousand dollars ($5,000), or by both fine and imprisonment. 
TH~~ CAN BE MODIFIED ONLY BY A JUDGE AND WILL REMAIN IN EFFECT UNTIL 11:59 P.M. ON 
-----'lQ"-+-~H-+-------- OR DISMISSAL OF THIS CASE. 
When 1mor t an one(1) DOMESTIC VIOLENCE PROTECTION ORDER IS IN PLACE PURSUANT TO IDAHO'S 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE CRIME PREVENTION ACT (Title 39, Chapter 63 of the Idaho Code), the most restrictive provision 
will control any conflicting terms of any other civil or criminal protection order; however, entry or dismissal of a civil protection 
order shall not result in dismissal of this Order. 
The Clerk of the Court shall give written notification to the Sheriff's Department in the county in which this Order is 
issued immediately and THE INFORMATION ON THIS ORDER SHALL BE ENTERED INTO THE IDAHO LAW 
ENFORCEMENT TELECOMMUNICATIONS SYSTEM. 
Dated: ~\lo\lD Sigoed -+-t! ~~~~-
copy handed to Defendant by mu vi ltjtd , D~uty 
COPY SERVED ON DEFENDANT BY DEPUTY ERIFF ) on date at am/pm 
'£ White )(Yellow 
/ " Court _/........._Dispatch 
}(Pink 
~Defendant 






~A (Nampa, Caldwell, County) 
04109 
- - -· ------------- -------
. ' 
··---------------------~--·----~ 
r-------·-·-·------~--··-·-··------·-----------·~----·----~--· --------·-----·------- ----------- --·1 
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JOHN T. BUJAK 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
CANYON COUNTY Cbl~K 
I AAYN~i CIFAIJTY 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-73 91 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STA TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE ST A TE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2010-16895 
PARTI 
SUPERCEDING INDICTMENT 
for the crime of: 
COUNT 1-PARTI: ATTEMPTED 
STRANGULATION 
Felony, I.C. Section 18-923 
COUNT 11-P ART I: KIDNAPPING IN THE 
SECOND DEGREE 
Felony, I.C. Section 18-450 l; 18-4502 
COUNT III-PART I: AGGRAVATED 
BATTERY 
Felony, I.C. 18-903(b); 18-907(b) 
COUNT IV-PART I: DOMESTIC BATTERY-
TRAUMATIC INJURY 
Felony, I.C. 18-903; 18-918(2) 
DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE is accused by the Grand Jury of Canyon County of 
the crimes of 
COUNT I-PART I: ATTEMPTED STRANGULATION 
Felony, LC. Section 18-923 
COUNT II-PART I: KIDNAPPING IN THE SECOND DEGREE 
Felony, I.C. Section 18-450 I; 18-4502 
PART I - SUPERCEDING INDICTMENT 1 
~ 000 
COUNT III-PART I: AGGRAVATED BATTERY 
Felony, I.C. 18-903(b); 18-907(b) 
COUNT IV-PART I: DOMESTIC BATTERY-TRAUMATIC INJURY 
Felony, I.C. 18-903; 18-918(2) 
committed as follows: 
COUNT I - PART I 
That the Defendant, Darren Dustin Carmouche, on or about the 9th day of June, 2010, in 
the County of Canyon, State of Idaho, did willfully and unlawfully attempt to strangle and/or 
choke Kirsteen Redmond, a household member. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code Section 18-923 and against the power, peace and 
dignity of the State ofldaho. 
COUNT II-PART I 
That the Defendant, Darren Dustin Carmouche, on or about the 9th day of June, 2010, in 
the County of Canyon, State of Idaho, did willfully confine and/or detain Kirsteen Redmond with 
intent to cause her, without authority oflaw, to be kept or detained against her will. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code Section 18-4501; 18-4503 and against the power, 
peace and dignity of the State ofldaho. 
COUNT III- PART I 
That the Defendant, Darren Dustin Carmouche, on or about the 9th day of June, 2010, in 
the County of Canyon, State of Idaho, did actually, intentionally and unlawfully touch and/or 
strike the person of Kirsteen Redmond on ~ legs and/or chest against her will by means of a 
deadly weapon and/or instrument, to-wit: a baseball bat. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code Section 18-903(b); 18-907(b) and against the 
power, peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
PART 1-SUPERCEDING INDICTMENT 2 
00 33 
COUNT IV - PART I 
That the Defendant, Darren Dustin Carmouche, on or about the 9th day of June, 2010, in 
the County of Canyon, State of Idaho, did actually, intentionally and unlawfully hit and/or punch 
the person of Kirsteen Redmond in the head, and/or strike her head against a wall or floor, and 
by doing so, did willfully and unlawfully inflict a traumatic injury upon Kirsteen Redmond. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code Section 18-903; 18-918(2). 
Presented in Open Court this I lo day of June, 2010. 
Foreman of the Grand Jury of 
Canyon County, State of Idaho 
NAMES OF WITNESSES EXAMINED BEFORE THE GRAND JURY 
OFFICER TROY HALE 
KIRSTEEN REDMOND 
.OFFICER AHGELA WEEK£· .Aflr 
OFFICER URIGUIN · 
PART I - SUPERCEDING INDICTMENT 3 
000034 
dm 
JOHN T. BUJAK 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
JUN 2 2010 L-/' 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE ST A TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 




DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
TO ANY SHERIFF, CONSTABLE, MARSHAL OR POLICEMAN 
IN THE STATE OF IDAHO: 
·~ 
A SUPERCEDING INDICTMENT having been found on the~ day of June, 2010, 
in the District Court of the Third Judicial District, in and for the County of Canyon, State of 
Idaho, charging DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE with the crimes of 
ATTEMPTED STRANGULATION, Felony, LC. Section 18-923, 
KIDNAPPING IN THE SECOND DEGREE, Felony, LC. Section l 8-450 l; 18-4502 
AGGRAVATED BATTERY, Felony, LC. 18-903(b); 18-907(b) 
DOMESTIC BATTERY-TRAUMATIC INJURY, Felony, LC. 18-903; 18-918(2) 
WARRANT OF ARREST 
00035 
n u 
YOU ARE THEREFORE COMMANDED to immediately arrest the Defendant above 
named and to bring him before the District Court in the County of Canyon, or in case of my 
absence or inability to act before the nearest or most accessible District Judge in Canyon County. 
May be served: 
__ Daytime only 
-/- Daytime or night time _ ' ~ µ.u.J/ 
Bond $ /(j [)[){)/ DOD , ( 7 ep.J )11 ' / / It'~ j /{w, /jj, A cA 
~ hl!f'V-(_, o.__ (O_P.S. fJu!Aa lffiYt-z1,//PPrJJtA [W ~~~fe&c~ 
~- NOcoNTAct'oR'DtR JW;w~ ~ 
~ If checked, Defendant is not to be released on bond until the following No Contact 
Order is served on, or signed by, the Defendant: 
As a condition of Bond, YOU, THE DEFENDANT IN THE ABOVE CAPTIONED 
CASE, ARE HEREBY ORDERED TO HAVE NO CONTACT DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY 
WITH THE ALLEGED VICTIM S : 
' rs· eef::> 
You shall not harass, follow, contact, attempt to contact, communicate with in any form, 
or knowingly remain within 300 feet of the alleged victim(s) or his/her property, residence, work 
or school. 
THIS ORDER WILL EXPIRE AT 11 :59 P.M. ON THE 1k DAY OF 
2013_, OR UPON DISMISSAL OF THE CASE. -T-f-~--'.,,---
VIOLA TION OF THIS ORDER MAY BE PROSECUTED AS A SEP ARA TE CRIME 
UNDER Idaho Code section 18-920 for which no bail will be set until you appear before a judge 
and is subject to a penalty of up to one (1) year in jail or up to a one thousand dollar ($1,000) 
fine, or both. 
THIS ORDER CAN BE MODIFIED ONLY BY A JUDGE AND WHEN MORE THAN 
ONE DOMESTIC VIOLENCE PROTECTION ORDER (Title 39, Chapter 62 ofldaho Code) IS 
IN PLACE THE MOST RESTRICTIVE PROVISION WILL CONTROL ANY CONFLICTING 
TERMS OF ANY OTHER CIVIL OR CRIMINAL PROTECTION ORDER. 
WARRANT OF ARREST 2 
000036 
The clerk shall immediately give written notification to the records department of the 
Canyon County Sheriffs Office of the issuance of this order. THE INFORMATION ON THIS 
ORDER SHALL BE ENTERED INTO THE IDAHO LAW ENFORCEMENT 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS SYSTEM. This order is entered pursuant to Idaho Code section 
18-920, and Idaho Criminal Rule 46.2 (for felonies) or Idaho Mis meanor Criminal Rule 13 (for 
misdemeanors). ~. 
DATED this Ji[ day of June, 2010. 
RACE:WAM HAIR: BRO 
HEIGHT: 5'6" WEIGHT: 190 
SS#: CR#: 
Officer: Badge#: 
Last known Address: CANYON COUNTY JAIL 
NCICENTRY: (Additional Levels Inclusive) 
Local 
Statewide 
__ Surrounding States 
Western United States 
Nationwide 
By: _____ _ 




RETURN OF SERVICE 
I CERTIFY that I served the foregoing Warrant by arresting the above named Defendant 
and bringing into this Court this __ day of _____ , 2010. 
WARRANT OF ARREST 3 
Deputy Sheriff/City Policeman/ 
State Policeman 
000037 
The clerk shall immediately give written notification to the records department of the 
Canyon County Sheriffs Office of the issuance of this order. THE INFORMATION ON THIS 
ORDER SHALL BE ENTERED INTO THE IDAHO LAW ENFORCEMENT 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS SYSTEM. This order is entered pursuant to Idaho Code section 
18-920, and Idaho Criminal Rule 46.2 (for felonies) or Idaho Mis meanor Criminal Rule 13 (for 
misdemeanors). . ~
DATED this jlQ_ Gay of June, 2010. ;/ . 
RACE: WAM HAIR: BRO 
HEIGHT: 5'6" WEIGHT: 190 
SS#: CR#: 
Officer: Badge#: 
Last known Address: CANYON COUNTY JAIL 
NCIC ENTRY: (Additional Levels Inclusive) 
__ Local 
__ Statewide 
__ Surrounding States 
Western United States 
__ Nationwide 







RETURN OF SERVICE 
I CERTIFY that I served the foregoing Warrant by arresting the above named Defendant 
and bringing into this Court this 1-.:K_ day of ;Jv-.N, ,2010 . 
f>-e .. :..r Ut.u.e, -e 
O\'..- -\-oSeY'\IE' ~ ~eh.SSI'\ ~OeV 
l.t?-1<g-1 o l3Y I 
b~V-'6a.IJ_'-)"'- ~7 t'-( 
WARRANT OF ARREST 3 
.d~\ "Elli\~-, RQ_(lrf\Q,( (;, -lt·l\J Jl(/ ~ 
Deputy Sheriff/City Policeman/ 
State Policeman 
000038 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
[3:J ARRAIGNMENT [3:J IN-CUSTODY 0 SENTENCING I CHANGE OF PLEA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
-vs-
DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE 




0 Defendant's Attorney 0 
Plaintiff 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR10-16895-C 
Date: June 21, 2010 
Judge: Southworth 
Recording: Mag7(136-141) 
0 Prosecutor John Bujak 
0 Interpreter 
0 FAILURE TO APPEAR: Defendant failed to appear. It is Ordered: 
D bench warrant issued D bail on warrant $ 
D bail forfeited 0 referred to PA 
ADVISEMENT OF RIGHTS: Defendant 
0 was informed of the charges against him/her and all legal rights, including the right to be represented by 
counsel. 
0 requested court appointed counsel. 
D lndigency hearing held. 
0 Court previously appointed public defender. 
counsel. 
0 Arraignment continued to 
D to consult I retain counsel, 0 other 
0 waived right to counsel. 
0 Court denied court-appointed 
before Judge 
0PRELIMINARY HEARING: Statutory time waived: 0Yes 0No D Preliminary Hearing Waived 
before Judge 0 Preliminary Hearing set 
0 District Court Arraignment: July 2, 2010 at 9:00 a.m. before Judge Culet 
0 ENTRY OF GUil TY PLEA: Defendant 
D was advised of effect of guilty plea and possible consequences. 
D entered plea freely and voluntarily with knowledge of consequences. 
D Plea of guilty accepted by the court. 
D Defendant ordered to obtain 0 alcohol/drug 0 domestic battery 0 anger 0 misdemeanor PSI 
evaluation prior to sentencing date. 
0 Sentencing continued to before Judge: 0 
0 State to notify victim. 
0 ENTRY OF NOT GUILTY PLEA: Case to be set for 
BAIL: State recommends 
D Released on written citation promise to appear 
D Released on own recognizance (O.R.) 
D Released to pre-trial release officer. 
0 No Contact Order D entered 0 continued 
0 Address Verified 
D court trial. D pre-trial and jury trial. 
D Released on bond previously posted. 
0 Remanded to the custody of the sheriff. 
0 Bail set at $ten million dollars continued 
D Consolidated with 
0 Corrected Address --
OTHER: The Court advised the defendant of the indictment that was filed againts him. 
, Deputy Clerk 
ARRAIGNMENT I FIRST APPEARANCE 000039 07/2009 
dm 
JOHN T. BUJAK 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
JUL 0 1 2010 
CANY9N COUNTY Ob!FU< 
~ AAVNI, Cl~U'fY 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2010-16895 
PART II 
SUPERCEDING INDICTMENT 
for the crime of: 
COUNT I - PART II: PERSISTENT VIOLATOR 
LC. Section 19-2514 
COUNT II - PART II: PERSISTENT 
VIOLATOR 
LC. Section 19-2514 
COUNT III - PART II: POSSESSION OF A 
DEADLY WEAPON DURING THE 
COMMISSION OF A CRIME 
Felony, I.C. 19-2520 
COUNT IV - PART II: PERSISTENT 
VIOLATOR 
I.C. Section 19-2514 
DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE is accused by the Grand Jury of Canyon County of 
the crime of 
COUNT I - PART II: PERSISTENT VIOLATOR 




COUNT II-PART II: PERSISTENT VIOLATOR 
I.C. Section 19-2514 
COUNT III - PART II: POSSESSION OF A DEADLY WEAPON DURING THE 
COMMISSION OF A CRIME 
Felony, I.C. 19-2520 
COUNT IV - PART II: PERSISTENT VIOLATOR 
I.C. Section 19-2514 
committed as follows: 
COUNT I - PART II 
That the Defendant, Darren Dustin Carmouche, was previously convicted of the prior 
felonies: 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE WITH THE INTENT TO DELIVER 
On or about the 26th day of April, 2000, under the name of DARREN DUSTIN 
CARMOUCHE, the Defendant was convicted of the felony of Possession of a Controlled 
substance with Intent to Deliver, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, by Judge Thomas E. 
Neville in case number CR-FE-1999-0001069. 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 
On or about the 3rd day of May, 2001, under the name of DARREN DUSTIN 
CARMOUCHE, the Defendant was convicted of the felony of Possession of a Controlled 
Substance, in the County of Ada, State ofldaho by Judge George Carey in case number CR2001-
154. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code Section 19-2514 and against the power, peace and 
dignity of the State ofldaho. 
PART II- SUPERCEDING 
INDICTMENT 2 
000041 
COUNT II-PART II 
That the Defendant, Darren Dustin Carmouche, was previously convicted of the prior 
felonies: 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE WITH THE INTENT TO DELIVER 
On or about the 26th day of April, 2000, under the name of DARREN DUSTIN 
CARMOUCHE, the Defendant was convicted of the felony of Possession of a Controlled 
substance with Intent to Deliver, in the County of Ada, State ofldaho, by Judge Thomas E. 
Neville in case number CR-FE-1999-0001069. 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 
On or about the 3rd day of May, 2001, under the name of DARREN DUSTIN 
CARMOUCHE, the Defendant was convicted of the felony of Possession of a Controlled 
Substance, in the County of Ada, State ofldaho by Judge George Carey in case number CR2001-
154. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code Section 19-2514 and against the power, peace and 
dignity of the State ofldaho. 
COUNT III- PART II 
That the Defendant, Darren Dustin Carmouche, on or about the 9th day of June, 2010, in 
the County of Canyon, State ofldaho, did use and/or attempt to use a deadly weapon, to-wit: a 
baseball bat in the commission of the crime alleged in Count III-Pmi I Aggravated Battery under 
I.C. 18-907. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code Section 19-2520 and against the power, peace and 




COUNT IV - PART II 
That the Defendant, Darren Dustin Carmouche, was previously convicted of the prior 
felonies: 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE WITH THE INTENT TO DELIVER 
On or about the 26th day of April, 2000, under the name of DARREN DUSTIN 
CARMOUCHE, the Defendant was convicted of the felony of Possession of a Controlled 
substance with Intent to Deliver, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, by Judge Thomas E. 
Neville in case number CR-FE-1999-0001069. 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 
On or about the 3rd day of May, 2001, under the name of DARREN DUSTIN 
CARMOUCHE, the Defendant was convicted of the felony of Possession of a Controlled 
Substance, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho by Judge George Carey in case number CR2001-
154. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code Section 19-2514 and against the power, peace and 
dignity of the State of Idaho. 
Presented in Open Court this ___ day of ___ , 2010. 
PART II-SUPERCEDING 
INDICTMENT 4 
Foreman of the Grand Jury of 
Canyon County, State of Idaho 
000043 
NAMES OF WITNESSES EXAMINED BEFORE THE GRAND JURY 
OFFICER TROY HALE 
KIRSTEEN REDMOND 
'\9ni'ICER: J'(NQELA WE~ L.W 
OFFICER URIGUIN 
PART II - SUPERCEDING 
INDICTMENT 5 
000044 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: GREGORY M. CULET DATE: JULY 2, 2010 










CASE NO: CR2010-16895*C 
TIME: 9:00 A.M. 
REPORTED BY: Kathy Klemetson 
DCRT1 919-924 
This having been the time heretofore set for arraignment in the above entitled 
matter, the State was represented by Mr. Michael Porter, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
for Canyon County, and the defendant appeared in court with counsel, Mr. Randall 
Grove. 
The Court determined the defendant's true name is charged and advised the 
defendant that he had been charged with the felony offense of Attempted 
Strangulation in Count I, which carried a maximum penalty of fifteen (15) years 
imprisonment and a a$25,000.00 fine; with the felony offense of Second Degree 
Kidnapping in Count II, which carried a maximum penalty of twenty five (25) years 
imprisonment and a $50,000.00 fine; with the felony offense of Aggravated Battery in 
Count Ill, which carried a maximum penalty of fifteen (!5) years imprisonment and a 
$50,000.00 fine; and with the felony offense of Domestic Battery in Count IV, which 
COURT MINUTES 
JULY 2, 2010 Page 1 000045 
carried a maximum penalty of ten (10) years imprisonment and a $10,000.00 fine. 
Further, the Court advised the defendant that in Part II, he had been charged as a 
Persistent Violator regarding Counts I, II and IV which carried an enhanced penalty of 
five (5) years up to life imprisonment in each count, which could potentially run 
consecutive; and the defendant had been charged with the enhancement of Use of a 
Deadly Weapon regarding Clll, which carried an enhanced maximum penalty of up to 
fifteen ( 15) years imprisonment. 
The Court determined the defendant had received and reviewed Part I of 
Superseding Indictment. The Court provided a copy of Part II for the defendant's 
review. 
The Court addressed the defendant and determined he understood the charges 
and waived formal reading of the same. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, the defendant entered a plea of not guilty to all 
charges and demanded speedy trial. 
The Court set this matter for pretrial conference on September 7, 2010 at 2:00 
p.m. before Judge Kerrick and jury trial to commence October 4, 2010 at 9:00 a.m. 
for five (5) days before Senior Judge Morfitt. 
Mr. Grove requested this matter be set for a motion for bond reduction next 
Friday. Further indicating he would follow the oral motion up in writing. 
The Court set this matter for a motion for bond reduction on July 9, 2010 at 
9:00 a.m. before Judge Ford. 
COURT MINUTES 
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The defendant was remanded to the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff 
pending further proceedings or the posting of bond. 
COURT MINUTES 





CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
RANDALL GROVE 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-4610 
Facsimile: (208) 639-4611 
Idaho State Bar No. 4397 
Attorneys for Defendant 
F ' A.Jr ~_) 9M. 
JUL 0 6' 2U10 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
J DRAKE, DEPUTY 
IN TIIE DISTRICT COURT OF TIIE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR TIIE COUNTY OF CANYON 





Case No. CR-2010-16895-C 
\10TION FOR BOND REDUCTION OR 
RELEASE ON OWN RECOGNIZANCE 
AND NOTICE OF HEARING 
COMES NOW, the Defendant, by and through his attorneys of record the Canyon 
County Public Defender's Office and hereby moves this Honorable Court for entry of its 
Order releasing the defendant on defendant's own recognizance or reducing bail. 
TIIIS MOTION is made on the grounds that the offense with which defendant is 
charged is a bail able offense; that the bail now set is excessive; and that bail is 
unnecessary and that the defendant can be safely released on defendant's own 
recognizance. 
THIS MOTION is based on the pleadings, papers, records and files in the above 
entitled action. 
NOTICE OF HEARING: NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that attorney for Defendant 
MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION OR RELEASE ON 
OWN RECOGNIZANCE AND NOTICE OF HEARING 
000048 
will bring on for hearing the above Motion at the Canyon County Magistrate Court, 1115 
Albany Street Caldwell Idaho, on the 9th day of July, at the hour of 9:00 a.m. before the 
Honorable Judge Ford, or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard. 
~o~ 
Attorney for the Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE: 
I hereby certify that on the _L_ day of July, 2010, I served a true and correct copy of 
the within Motion for Bond Reduction or Release on Own Recognizance and Notice of 
Hearing upon the individual(s) names below in the manner noted: 
o By hand delivering copies of the same to the office(s) of the attorney(s) indicated below. 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Attorney for the Defendant 
MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION OR RELEASE ON 
OWN RECOGNIZANCE AND NOTICE OF HEARING 
0000 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: JAMES C. MORFITT DATE: JULY 09, 2010 











CASE NO: CR-2010-16895-C 
TIME: 9:00 AM. 
REPORTED BY: Yvonne Hyde Gier 
DCRT 5 (1116-1127) 
This having been the time heretofore set for Defendant's Motion for Bond 
Reduction I Release in the above entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. 
Michael Porter, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County, and the defendant 
was present in court with counsel, Mr. William Schwartz. 
Mr. Schwartz presented argument in support of the motion and indicated the 
defendant would abide by the no contact order. 
Mr. Porter presented argument against the motion, and noted a new charge of 
violation of a no contact order had been filed in CR10-19678-C. 
Upon direction of the Court, this clerk verified via ISTARS that a new charge of 
violation of a no contact order had been filed. 
The Court noted it had been prepared to reduce the defendant's bond until 
hearing of the new charge filed. 
COURT MINUTES 
JULY 09, 2010 Page 1 000050 
Mr. Schwartz had no additional argument to present. 
The Court denied the Defendant's Motion for Bond Reduction. 
The defendant was remanded to the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff 
pending further proceedings, or posting of the $10,000,000.00 bond previously set. 
COURT MINUTES 




JOHN T. BUJAK 
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..... .,, ' 
JUL 2 8 2010 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
J DRAKE, DEPUTY 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
ST A TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2010-16895 
MOTION TO AMEND PART I AND PART II 
SUPERCEDING INDICTMENTS 
AND NOTICE OF HEARING 
COMES NOW, LISA WENNINGER, of the Canyon County Prosecuting 
Attorney's Office, Canyon County, Idaho, and does hereby move the Court to amend the Paii I 
and Part II Superceding Indictments in the above-entitled case to more accurately reflect the 
correct charges. Copies of the proposed Amended Part I and Part II Superceding Indictments are 
attached hereto. 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
Notice is hereby given that a hearing on the Motion to Amend Part I and Part II 
Superceding Indictments filed in the above entitled matter is scheduled for August 6, 2010, at the 
hour of 9:00 a.m., before the Honorable James C. Morfitt. 
MOTION TO AMEND PART I AND 
PART II SUPERCEDING INDICTMENTS 
AND NOTICE OF HEARING 1 
000052 
( t 
DATED this rL<"O day of July, 2010. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument was served 
upon the attorney for the defendant, the 
Canyon County Public Defender, by placing 
said instrument in their basket at the Clerk's 
Office, on or abou the ?1) day of July, 
2010 ) . . 
(6(_; 
Deputy Prosecuting A 
MOTION TO AMEND PART I AND 
PART II SUPERCEDING INDICTMENTS 




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: HONORABLE JAMES C. MORFITT DATE: AUGUST 6, 2010 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTES 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR2010-16895*C 
) 
Vs ) 
) REPORTED BY: 
) Kirn Saunders 
) 
DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE, ) TIME: 9:00 A.M. 
) 
Defendant, ) DCRT4 1133-1 136/1144-1150 
This having been the time heretofore set for motion hearing in the above-entitled matter, 
the State was represented by Mr. David Eames, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County; 
and the defendant appeared in court with counsel, Mr. Greg Perney. 
The Court called the case, noted the parties present and further noted the State's Motion 
to Amend the Superseding Indictment. 
Mr. Perney indicated he had not seen a copy of the motion. 
The Court addressed counsel and reviewed the contents of the motion. 
Mr. Perney requested the Court briefly pass the matter. 
The Court passed this matter at 11 :30 a.m. 
At 11 :44 a.m. the Court re-called the case. All parties were present. 
COURT MINUTES 
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In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Ferney indicated both he and the defendant had 
reviewed the contents of the motion and had no objections to the same. 
The defendant concurred. 
The Court granted the State 's motion to amend. 
The Comi noted that it would execute the Order Granting the Motion to Amend; further 
the Court would order the proposed Amended Superseding Indictment - Parts I and II, previously 
attached to the Motion to Amend, received and filed. 
Mr. Eames provided Mr. Perney with a copy of the same. 
The Comi noted the Amended Superseding Indictment - Pai.is I and II, reviewed the 
san1e and reviewed prior proceedings. 
The Court noted that Count III of Part II - Use of a Deadly Weapon during the 
Commission of a Crime was being deleted and replaced by the charge of Persistent Violator for 
all counts. Further the date regarding the defendant's prior conviction from Ada County had also 
been amended. 
The defendant indicated he understood the charges, possible penalties and would waive 
fom1al reading of the Amended Superseding Indictment - Parts I and II. 
The Court noted the pretrial and jury trial would remain as previously set. Fmiher, the 
Court advised the defendant that the No Contact Order previously issued would remain in effect. 
The defendant indicated he understood and was remanded to the custody of the Canyon 
County Sheriffs Depaiiment pending further proceedings or the posting of bond. 
COURT MINUTES 
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CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
E BULLARD, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE, 
Defendant 
CASE NO. CR2010-16895 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION 
TO AMEND PART I AND PART II 
SUPERCEDING INDICTMENTS 
Based upon the Plaintiffs Motion to Amend Part I and Part II Superceding 
Indictments, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the complaint filed in the above-entitled action 
shall be amended to more accurately reflect the charges. 
, -nr A-vGvl-r-
DATED this u -day o~, 2010. 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION 
TO AMEND PART I AND PART II 
SUPERCEDING INDICTMENTS 1 
000056 
JOHN T. BUJAK 
F I l t~9 
--A---~; 6 .010 .u. 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
E BULLARD, DEPUTY 1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STA TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs . 
DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2010-16895 
AMENDED PART I 
SUPERCEDING INDICTMENT 
for the crime of: 
COUNT 1-P ART I: ATTEMPTED 
STRANGULATION 
Felony, LC. Section 18-923 
COUNT II-PART I: KIDNAPPING IN THE 
SECOND DEGREE 
Felony, LC. Section 18-4501; 18-4502 
COUNT ID-PART I: AGGRAVATED 
BATTERY 
Felony, LC. l 8-903(b ); l 8-907(b) 
COUNT IV-PART I: DOMESTIC BATTERY-
TRAUMA TIC INJURY 
Felony, LC. 18-903; 18-918(2) 
DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE is accused by the Grand Jury of Canyon County of 
the crimes of 
COUNT I-PART I: ATTEMPTED STRANGULATION 
Felony, I.C. Section 18-923 
COUNT II-PART I: KIDNAPPING IN THE SECOND DEGREE 
Felony, I.C. Section 18-450 I; 18-4502 
COUNT III-PART I: AGGRAVATED BATTERY 
Felony, I.C . 18-903(b); 18-907(b) 





COUNT IV-PART I: DOMESTIC BATTERY-TRAUMATIC INJURY 
Felony, I.C. 18-903; 18-918(2) 
committed as follows: 
COUNT I - PART I 
That the Defendant, Darren Dustin Carmouche, on or about the 8111 day of June, 2010, in 
the County of Canyon, State ofidaho, did willfully and unlawfully attempt to strangle and/or 
choke Kirsteen Redmond, a household member. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code Section 18-923 and against the power, peace and 
dignity of the State ofldaho. 
COUNT II - PART I 
That the Defendant, Darren Dustin Carmouche, on or about the 81h day of June, 2010, in 
the County of Canyon, State ofidaho, did willfully confine and/or detain Kirsteen Redmond with 
intent to cause her, without authority of law, to be kept or detained against her will. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code Section 18-4501; 18-4503 and against the power, 
peace and dignity of the State ofidaho. 
COUNT III - PART I 
That the Defendant, Darren Dustin Carmouche, on or about the 81h day of June, 20 10, in 
the County of Canyon, State of Idaho, did actually, intentionally and unlawfully touch and/or 
strike the person of Kirsteen Redmond on her legs and/or chest against her will by means of a 
deadly weapon and/or instrument, to-wit: a baseball bat. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code Section 18-903(b); 18-907(b) and against the 
power, peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
tl;,NDED PART I - SUPERCEDING 
TM ENT 2 
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COUNT IV - PART I 
That the Defendant, Darren Dustin Carmouche, on or about the 8th day of June, 2010, in 
the County of Canyon, State of Idaho, did actually, intentionally and unlawfully hit and/or punch 
the person of Kirsteen Redmond in the head, and/or strike her head against a wall or floor, and 
by doing so, did willfully and unlawfully inflict a traumatic injury upon Kirsteen Redmond. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code Section 18-903; 18-918(2). 
Presented in Open Court this ___ day of July, 2010. 
Foreman of the Grand Jury of 
Canyon Count of I 
NAMES OF WITNESSES EXAMINED BEFORE THE GRAND JURY 
OFFICER TROY HALE 
KIRSTEEN REDMOND 
OFFICER URIGUIN 
AMENDED PART I-SUPERCEDING 
INDICTMENT 3 
000059 
JOHN T. BUJAK 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
F ! L~D 
--A-U;·~· 6 ~olo ~.M. 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
E BULLARD, DEPUTY 
1115 Albany Street · 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE ST A TE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2010-16895 
AMENDED PART II 
SUPERCEDING INDICTMENT 
for the crime of: 
COUNT I - PART II: PERSISTENT VIOLATOR 
LC. Section 19-2514 
COUNT Il - PART II: PERSISTENT 
VIOLATOR 
LC. Section 19-2514 
COUNT III PART II: PERSISTENT 
VIOLATOR 
I.C. Section 19-2514 
COUNT IV - PART II: PERSISTENT 
VIOLATOR 
I.C. Section 19-2514 
DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE is accused by the Grand Jury of Canyon County of 
the crime of 
COUNT I - PART II: PERSISTENT VIOLATOR 
I. C. Section 19-2514 
COUNT II - PART II: PERSISTENT VIOLATOR 
I.C. Section 19-2514 
AMENDED PART II-SUPERCEDING 
INDICTMENT 
000060 
COUNT III-PART II: PERSISTENT VIOLATOR 
LC. Section 19-2514 
COUNT IV - PART II: PERSISTENT VIOLATOR 
LC. Section 19-2514 
committed as follows: 
COUNT I-PART II 
That the Defendant, Darren Dustin Carmouche, was previously convicted of the prior 
felonies: 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE WITH THE INTENT TO DELIVER 
On or about the 26111 day of April, 2000, under the name of DARREN DUSTIN 
CARMOUCHE, the Defendant was convicted of the felony of Possession of a Controlled 
substance with Intent to Deliver, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, by Judge Thomas E. 
Neville in case number CR-FE-1999-0001069 (H9901069). 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 
On or about the 21st day of June, 2001, under the name of DARREN DUSTIN 
CARMOUCHE, the Defendant was convicted of the felony of Possession of a Controlled 
Substance, in the County of Ada, State ofldaho by Judge George Carey in case number CR2001-
154(HO100154). 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code Section 19-2514 and against the power, peace and 
dignity of the State of Idaho. 
AMENDED PART II- SUPERCEDING 
INDICTMENT 2 
000061. 
COUNT II - PART II 
That the Defendant, Darren Dustin Carmouche, was previously convicted of the prior 
felonies: 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE WITH THE INTENT TO DELIVER 
On or about the 261h day of April, 2000, under the name of DARREN DUSTIN 
CARMOUCHE, the Defendant was convicted of the felony of Possession of a Controlled 
substance with Intent to Deliver, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, by Judge Thomas E. 
Neville in case number CR-FE-1999-0001069 (H9901069). 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 
On or about the 21st day of June, 2001, under the name of DARREN DUSTIN 
CARMOUCHE, the Defendant was convicted of the felony of Possession of a Controlled 
Substance, in the County of Ada, State ofidaho by Judge George Carey in case number CR2001-
154 (H0100154). 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code Section 19-2514 and against the power, peace and 
dignity of the State ofidaho. 
COUNT III-PART II 
That the Defendant, Darren Dustin Carmouche, was previously convicted of the 
prior felonies: 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE WITH THE INTENT TO DELIVER 
On or about the 26111 day of April, 2000, under the name of DARREN DUSTIN 
CARMOUCHE, the Defendant was convicted of the felony of Possession of a Controlled 
substance with Intent to Deliver, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, by Judge Thomas E. 
Neville in case number CR-FE-1999-0001069 (H9901069). 
AMENDED PART II SUPERCEDING 
INDICTMENT 3 
0062 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 
On or about the 21st day of June, 2001, under the name of DARREN DUSTIN 
CARMOUCHE, the Defendant was convicted of the felony of Possession of a Controlled 
Substance, in the County of Ada, State ofldaho by Judge George Carey in case number CR2001-
154 (H0100154). 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code Section 19-2514 and against the power, peace and 
dignity of the State ofldaho. 
COUNT IV -PART II 
That the Defendant, Darren Dustin Carmouche, was previously convicted of the prior 
felonies: 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE WITH THE INTENT TO DELIVER 
On or about the 26th day of April, 2000, under the name of DARREN DUSTIN 
CARMOUCHE, the Defendant was convicted of the felony of Possession of a Controlled 
substance with Intent to Deliver, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, by Judge Thomas E. 
Neville in case number CR-FE-1999-0001069 (H9901069). 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 
On or about the 21st day of June, 2001, under the name of DARREN DUSTIN 
CARMOUCHE, the Defendant was convicted of the felony of Possession of a Controlled 
Substance, in the County of Ada, State ofldaho by Judge George Carey in case number CR2001-
154 (H0100154). 
AMENDED PART II - SUPERCEDING 
INDICTMENT 4 
000063 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code Section 19-2514 and against the power, peace and 
dignity of the State ofldaho. 
Presented in Open Comi this __ day of ___ , 2010. 
Foreman of the Grand Jury of 
Canyon CountyQ~ 
Signed in the absence of the Grand Jury by Deputy Prosecutor: ( 
MICHAEL K. PORTER 
NAMES OF WITNESSES EXAMINED BEFORE THE GRAND JURY 
OFFICER TROY HALE 
KIRSTEEN REDMOND 
OFFICER URIGUIN 
AMENDED PART II - SUPERCEDING 
INDICTMENT 5 
000064 
JOHN T. BUJAK 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2010-16895 
MOTION IN LIMINE AND 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
CLERK 
DEPUTY 
COMES NOW, LISA D. WENNINGER, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney of the Canyon 
County Prosecuting Attorney's Office and hereby moves this Honorable Court in Limine for an 
Order, before trial and selection of the jury to instruct the State, defendant and his counsel as set 
forth below. This motion is brought pursuant to IRE 404(b ), 401, and 403. 
1. The State requests that both parties be ordered not to refer to the credibility of 
counsel, the defendant, the victim or witnesses in this matter including but not limited to 
referring to any of the afore mentioned as "liar" or "liars". 
While both sides have traditionally been afforded great latitude in closing arguments, this 
latitude has its limits. Closing Arguments should not include counsel's personal opinions and 
beliefs about the credibility of a witness or the guilt or innocence of the accused. State v. Garcia, 
MOTION IN LIMINE AND 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
1 
000065 
100 Idaho 108, 110-11, 594 P.2d 146, 148-49 (1979); State v. Lovelass, 133 Idaho 160, 169, 983 
P.2d 233, 242 (Ct.App.1999); State v. Brown, 131 Idaho 61, 69, 951 P.2d 1288, 1296 
(Ct.App.1998); State v. Priest, 128 Idaho 6, 14, 909 P.2d 624, 632 (Ct.App.1995); State v. Ames, 
109 Idaho 373, 376, 707 P.2d 484, 487 (Ct.App.1985 
2. The State requests that both parties be ordered not to refer to the crimes charged 
in any way that would convey the relative punishment or severity of the charge including but not 
limited to the use of the terms "felony" "felonies" or "misdemeanor" or "misdemeanors" to 
describe the charges against the defendant. 
3. That the Defendant be ordered not to solicit, discuss or seek to introduce evidence 
of the victims prior drug use. 
4. That any prior bad acts not disclosed under rule 404(b) be excluded from trial, 
including argument before the jury by counsel, and that both parties be ordered to instruct 
witnesses not to refer to prior acts. 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
Notice is hereby given that a hearing on the Motion filed in the above entitled matter is 
scheduled for the ih day of September, 2010, at the hour of 2:00 p.m., before the Honorable 
Juneal C. Kerrick. 
DATED This 2-5 day of August, 2010. 
MOTION IN LIMINE AND 




I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument was served 
upon the attorney for the defendant, the 
Canyon County Public Defender, by placing 
said instrument in their basket at the Clerk's 
Office, on or about the l~ day of August, 
2010. 
MOTION IN LIMINE AND 




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: JUNEAL C. KERRICK DATE: SEPTEMBER 7, 2010 











CASE NO: CR-2010-0016895*C 
TIME: 2:00 P .M. 
REPORTED BY: KATHY KLEMETSON 
DCRT2 326-338 
This having been the time heretofore set for pre-trial in the above entitled matter, the 
State was represented by Mr. Michael Porter, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County, 
and the defendant was personally present with counsel, Mr. Aaron Bazzoli. 
The Court noted the case, parties present and inquired as to how this matter would 
proceed. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Bazzoli advised the Court the defense would be 
prepared to conduct a formal pre-trial conference on this date, noting an Order for Grand Jury 
Transcripts had been prepared, however had not been filed and noted discovery had been 
ongomg. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, each of counsel advised the Court of the potential 
witnesses and physical evidence in this matter. 
COURT MINUTE 
SEPTEMBER 7, 2010 Page 1 
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Mr. Porter noted the State had been uncertain of Judge Morfitt's docket, therefore 
indicated a date certain for trial may need to be established based on the witnesses. 
The Court expressed opinions, noting it would be disinclined to move the trial date at this 
time. 
Mr. Bazzoli indicated a Motion in Limine may be filed concerning the relevance of the 
testimony in connection with the expert witnesses. 
The Court noted the Motion in Limine as filed by the State on August 25, 2010, noting 
the issues appeared to be standard. 
Mr. Bazzoli noted such motion could be addressed in argument. 
The Court advised counsel the Motion in Limine would not be addressed on this date as 
the issues appeared to be standard. 
Mr. Bazzoli requested the matter be set for status conference and proposed the Motion in 
Limine be noticed up to be addressed on the same date. 
The Court set the matter for status conference on September 28, 2010 at 10:00 a.m. 
before this Court with jury trial set to commence on October 4, 2010 at 9:00 a.m. for five 
(5) days before Judge Morfitt. 
The Court provided a copy of the Pre-trial Memorandum to counsel. 
In answer to Mr. Porter's inquiry, the Court advised counsel it appeared the Notice of 
Intent to use 404(b) and 609 Evidence filed on August 27, 2010 had been generic. 
COURT MINUTE 
SEPTEMBER 7, 2010 Page 2 000069 
Mr. Porter noted the purpose of the notice as the parties had been put on notice 
concerning the State's intension, noting the State believed it would be appropriate for such issues 
to be addressed on the date of the status conference. 
The Court advised the defendant that the no contact order in this matter was still in effect 
and instructed the defendant to maintain contact with his attorney. 
The defendant indicated he understood and was remanded to the custody of the Canyon 
County Sheriff pending further proceedings or the posting of bond. 
COURT MINUTE 
SEPTEMBER 7, 2010 Page 3 
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SEP 0 7 2010 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
s 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THESTATEOFIDAHO, ~ Case No. U,--Z/>f {) __.. )~ fY%' 
Plaintiff, ) 
. ) PRETRIAL ME,,RAN~UM 
~ ~&-.-~+ J- ~~ 
Defendant. ) 
----------------~> 
Appearances: ,~ ~/~ ~~ 
Prosecuting ~n(" fi£ Attorney for Defendant ________ _ 
~unsel revealed to each other D prior to pretrial D at pretrial the evidence to be offered at trial. 
D lntoximeter (or other breath test) reading ___ . --------------
0 Video 
D Physical evidence: D on police report D other _____________ _ 
D Tape recording 
D Oral statements: D on police report D other _____________ _ 
D Plaintiffs' wit esses and addresses: 
PRETRIAL MEMORANDUM 1 8/04 
000071. 
-L sel shall reveal to each other and t e C J° ~e list of the preceding evidence by 
D Plea negotiations: 
D Both counsel certify that the case is ready for trial on the date set. -------~------~--~-~J. 
~osed jury instructions shall be submitted to the Court a d opposing counsel not less than five day . 
/ prior to trial. _ 
D Jury trial reset for , 20 __ at a.m. 
D Jury trial waived and case reset for court trial on----------------' 20 __ 
, at a.m. 
ial motions shall be filed~  
~
within ~s of this Order. 
ess than + days prior to trial. 
, ater than-----------------' 20 __ . 
D Pretrial motions, timely filed, are set for hearing on---------------·· 20 __ 
at .m. 
D Copies of Pretrial Memorandum given to both counsel. 
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MARK J. MIMURA 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
AARON BAZZOLI 
510 Arthus St. 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-4610 
Facsimile: (208) 639-4611 
Idaho State Bar No. 5512 
Attorneys for Defendant 
F l__A.hPPM 
SEP 2 O 2010 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
J DRAKE, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2010-16895 
EXPEDITED MOTION FOR ORDER TO 
PRODUCE GRAND JURY 
TRANSCRIPT 
COMES NOW, the above named defendant, DARREN CARMOUCHE, by and through 
his attorney of record, Aaron Bazzoli, the Assistant Canyon County Public Defender, and moves 
this honorable Court for an expedited Order to produce the record of the Grand Jury Transcript 
leading to an Indictment of the above named defendant in this matter on June 16, 2010. This 
motion is expedited as the trial in this matter is scheduled for October 4, 2010 in front of Judge 
Morfitt. Defense understands there is an additional cost to this Motion and will have to cover the 
additional cost. 
THIS MOTION is made pursuant to the provisions of Idaho Rules of Criminals 
'Procedures 6(b ), 69c0 and 6( e ). 
MOTION AND ORDER TO PRODUCE 
GRAND JURY TRANSCRIPT 
1 
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DATED Monday, September 20, 2010. 
AARON BAZZOLI 
Attorney for the Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that, on Monday, September 20, 2010, I served a true and correct copy of the 
within and foregoing document upon the following: by hand delivering copies of the same to the 
in box located in the clerk's office on the second floor of the Canyon County Courthouse as 
indicated below. 
John T. Bujak 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
MOTION AND ORDER TO PRODUCE 
GRAND JURY TRANSCRIPT 
AARON BAZZOLI 
Attorney for the Defendant 
2 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: JUNEAL C. KERRICK DATE: SEPTEMBER 28, 2010 












CASE NO: CR-2010-0016895*C 
TIME: 10:00 A.M 
REPORTED BY: Kathy Klemetson 
DCRT 2 1157-1209 
This having been the time heretofore set for status conference in the above 
entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. Michael Porter, Deputy Prosecuting 
attorney for Canyon County, and the defendant appeared in court with counsel, Mr. 
Aaron Bazzoli. 
The Court noted the case, parties present, noted the Expedited Motion for Order 
to Produce Grand Jury Transcript as filed on September 20, 2010, however noted the 
Order had not been executed as the Court had been unavailable based on the Judicial 
Conference as conducted the week prior, noting the Order would be executed by the 
Court on this date and direct the clerk to ensure the order had been provided to the 
appeals clerk following conclusion of court on this date. 
COURT MINUTES 
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In answer to Mr. Porter's inquiry, the Court advised counsel it had been in receipt 
of the defense's Notice of Intent to Provide an Alibi Witness and the State's objection to 
said motion. 
Mr. Porter noted the State's discussions with the defense as to whether or not 
the matter should be continued for trial and noted the State's position as the Court's 
ruling concerning whether or not the alibi witness would be allowed would be a factor in 
connection with the request to continue the trial setting together with the availability of 
the Grand Jury Transcripts as requested. Further, Mr. Porter indicated it did not appear 
the Notice of Intent to Provide an Alibi Witness had been noticed up for hearing; 
however such issue could be addressed at trial. 
The Court noted the issues could proceed. 
Mr. Porter noted the State's concerns in connection with the Motion for Grand 
Jury Transcripts, noting the State wanted to ensure any issues had been eliminated and 
presented statements regarding the same. Further, in terms of the Notice of Intent of an 
Alibi Witness, such notice had been past the deadline and presented statements in 
opposition to said notice. Mr. Porter advised the Court the State would be prepared to 
proceed with the State's case in chief, noting the State had been in receipt of certain 
medical records as of the date prior concerning an ER visit, noting such information 
would be disclosed to the defense as a medical physician may need to be subpoenaed. 
Mr. Bazzoli noted the Notice of Alibi had been presented on September 14, 2010 
and presented statements in support of the Notice of Alibi Witness. Further, the defense 
COURT MINUTES 
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had been prepared to proceed with trial as currently scheduled, noting subpoena's had 
been issued, however noted it appeared a continuance may be sought by the State. 
The Court advised counsel the matter would be continued until Friday so as to 
make a final decision as the Court wanted to determine whether or not the Grand Jury 
Transcript could be completed within the required time frame. Further, the Court had not 
been prepared to rule on the issue concerning the alibi witness as it appeared the State 
would either request a motion to exclude the witness's testimony or in the alternative 
seek a continuance; however certain motions had not been filed as it had consisted of 
an objection based on timeliness. Further, in the event the State had been prejudice by 
the lack of timeliness, the Court would have to consider the alternatives and expressed 
opinions. 
Mr. Porter noted the State had appreciated the Court's position concerning the 
trial docket, however noted the State's concerns and advised the Court the State would 
be inclined to make an oral motion for a continuance on this date opposed to a set over 
to Friday, in the event such motion had been appropriate at this time. 
The Court noted it had been uncertain as to the issue concerning the Grand Jury 
Transcript, therefore the Court would request an update from the State on Friday 
concerning the alibi witness issue. However, in the event the State had been unable to 
meet the requested update, such issue would be considered on the date of the 
continued hearing. 
COURT MINUTES 
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The Court set the matter for a continued status conference on October 1, 
2010 at 2:00 p.m. before this Court. 
In answer to Mr. Porter's inquiry, the Court advised counsel that the State's 
argument concerning the scope of the alibi witness would be addressed by the Trial 
Court and expressed opinions. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff 
pending further proceedings, or the posting of bond. 
COURT MINUTES 
SEPTEMBER 28, 2010 Page 4 
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MARK J. MIMURA 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Aaron Bazzoli 
510 Arthur St. 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-4610 
Facsimile: (208) 639-4611 
State Bar No. 5512 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
SEP 2 8 2010 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
S BRITTON, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 










CASE NO. CR-2010-16895 
ORDER TO PRODUCE AN EXPEDITED 
GRAND JURY TRANSCRIPT 
The above named Defendant having filed a motion for an order to produce an 
expedited record of the Grand Jury of the above named Defendant, and good cause appearing 
therefore; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND THIS DOES ORDER a transcript of Grand Jury 
proceedings on June 16, 2010 be prepared as soon as possible. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: 
1. Upon receipt of the transcript, the Court Clerk will lodge and certify delivery of 
one copy to the Prosecuting Attorney. The Prosecuting Attorney shall have five working days to 
review the transcript and file any objection to any portion of the transcript or request the 
redaction of any part of the transcript. If there is an objection, the Court will review the 
transcript in camera and make any necessary deletions and make a record of such deletions and 
the reasons for the deletions. Such record will be sealed for review by an appellate court. 
MOTION AND ORDER TO PRODUCE 
GRAND JURY TRANSCRIPT 
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2. In the absence of a filed objection by the Prosecuting Attorney to the completed 
transcript within the five working days, the Court Clerk is to file a copy with the Court and 
certify delivery of a copy of the transcript to the Defendant's attorney. 
3. The transcript shall be furnished to Defendant's counsel, Mark J. Mimura as soon 
as possible but it shall be furnished not later than ten days before trial. 
I 
4. Said transcripts shall be paid for at County expense with any cost for an expedited 
transcript to be borne by the Public Defender's Office. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED all such transcripts are to be used exclusively by the said 
attorney in preparation for the defense of said case. None of the material may be copied or 
disclosed to any person other than the attorneys, their deputies, assistants, associates or 
witnesses, without specific authorization by the Court. Counsel may discuss the contents of the 
transcript with their client or witnesses, but may not release the transcripts themselves. 
- ~ 
Dated !hi~ day of September 2010. /.-----
1 /k~ f'l~~ 
MOTION AND ORDER TO PRODUCE 
GRAND JURY TRANSCRIPT 
u District Judge, 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on 1\y. day of September 2010, I served a true and correct copy of the within and 
foregoing Order for Grand Jury Transcript upon the following individual(s) named below in the 
manner noted: 
v' By hand delivering copies of the same to the office(s) indicated below. 
John T. Bujak 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Canyon County Public Defender 
510 Arthur St. 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Theresa Randall 
Transcript Clerk 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
MOTION AND ORDER TO PRODUCE 




JOHN T. BUJAK 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
I L~t D 
----....... A.M .. . . P.M. 
SEP 2 9 2010 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
J DRAKE, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO 
CASE NO. CR2010-16895 
Plaintiff, 
MOTION TO CONTINUE 
vs. 
DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE 
Defendant. 
COMES NOW, MICHAEL K. PORTER, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney of the 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney's Office and hereby moves this Court for an Order 
vacating the Jury Trial setting herein and re-setting the same. 
The grounds for the motion are: 
1. The defendant disclosed the name and contact information of an alibi 
witness on September 14, 2010, twenty (20) days before trial. On September 21, 
2010, the Defendant disclosed the nature of the witness's testimony. The State needs 
additional time to prepare and locate and interview potential rebuttal witnesses. 
MOTION TO CONTINUE 1 
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2. The Defendant asked for and the court ordered a Grand Jury transcript on 
September 27, 2010. The State needs time to review the material once transcribed. 
3. The medical records from the victim's emergency room visit have not 
been received. The State requires additional time to obtain and review these 
materials. 
DATED This 2-1 day of -';fe,....lv-.- , 2010. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument was served 
upon the attorney for the defendant, the Canyon 
County Public Defender, by placing said 
instrument in their basket at the Clerk's Office, 
on or about the Z.,'1 day of .syf .... l-
2010. 
MICHAEL K. PORTER 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
~f2 
MICHAEL K. PORTER 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
MOTION TO CONTINUE 2 
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JOHN T. BUJAK 
SEP 2 9 2010 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
J DRAKE, DEPUTY 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. C~Ol0-16895 
MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME 
FOR HEARING AND NOTICE OF 
HEARING 
COMES NOW, MICHAEL K. PORTER, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney of the Canyon 
County Prosecuting Attorney's Office and hereby moves this Court for an Order to shorten time 
for a Motion to Continue to be heard. That the hearing is necessary prior to the trial date of 
October 04, 2010 and that the delay in filing was caused by: 
1. Defendant's late disclosure of an alibi witness. 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
Notice is hereby given that a hearing on the Motion to Continue in the above entitled 
matter is scheduled for the 1st day October, 2010, at the hour of 2:00 p.m., before the Honorable 
Juneal C. Kerrick. 
000084 IGINAL 
DATED This 29th day of September, 2010. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument was served 
upon the attorney for the defendant, the 
Canyon County Public Defender, by placing 
said instrument in their basket at the Clerk's 
Office, on or about the 29th day of September, 
2010. 
MICHAEL K. PORTER 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
000085 
MICHAEL K. PORTER 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: GREGORY M. CULET DATE: OCTOBER 1, 2010 












CASE NO: CR-2010-0016895*C 
TIME: 2:00 P.M 
REPORTED BY: Debora Kreidler 
DCRT 1 (141-144) 
This having been the time heretofore set for status conference in the above 
entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. Michael Porter, Deputy Prosecuting 
attorney for Canyon County, and the defendant appeared in court with counsel, Mr. 
Aaron Bazzoli. 
The Court noted the case, noting this Court would be presiding over the hearing 
this date as Judge Kerrick had been ill. The Court further noted it had been the Court's 
understanding a Motion to Continue had been filed and inquired as to the status of the 
matter. 
Mr. Porter indicated the Motion to Continue had been filed by the State and 
presented argument in support of the same. 
COURT MINUTES 
October 1, 2010 Page 1 000 6 
Mr. Bazzoli advised the Court the defense would have no objection to the Motion 
to Continue, noting the defense had been awaiting disclosure of certain medical 
records. 
The Court determined there had been ongoing discovery issues as to each side 
and set this matter for continued status conference on October 27, 2010 at 1 :30 
p.m. before this Court with jury trial to commence on November 1, 2010 at 9:00 
a.m. for five (5) days before Judge Morfitt. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County pending 
further proceedings, or the posting of bond. 
COURT MINUTES 
October 1, 2010 Page 2 000087 
Deputy Clerk 
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CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
S BRITION, 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2010-16895 
ORDER TO CONTINUE AND 
RESET CASE 
A Motion to Continue having been filed in the above matter, and good cause 
, existing therefore, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, AND THIS DOES ORDER That the present 
Jury Trial setting of October 04, 2010, at 9:00 a.m. be vacated and a new Jury Trial be set, and a 
continuance notice be sent to the Defendant and that the matter is hereby reset to the __L_ day 
of !rf~, 2010, at 9:00am. 
I 
DATED This I 
ORDERTOCONTINUEAND 
RESET CASE 
day of ll'r,010. 
000088 IGINAL 
mkp 
BRYANF. TAYLOR ~J!f7.M~ _E_D 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
P.M. 
OCT 2 2 2010 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-73 91 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
C ATKINSON, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE ST A TE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2010-16895 
MOTION IN LIMINE AND NOTICE OF 
HEARING 
COMES NOW, MICHAEL K. PORTER, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon 
County, State of Idaho, and hereby moves this Court in Limine for an Order, before trial and 
selection of jury to instruct the State, defendant and his counsel as set forth on the following 
grounds: 
The Defendant, in his Response to Request for Discovery, has provided the State with an 
alibi witness and evidence that the State objects to on the grounds that the evidence is untimely 
and/or irrelevant to the charges. 
MOTION IN LIMINE/NOTICE 
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1. The Defendant has disclosed Richard Damore as an alibi witness. The State 
has been led to believe that Mr. Damore will testify that he was with the Defendant for 
two days prior to the incident and that no one else saw them together. He will also testify 
that he saw the victim the morning of the incident and that she was already battered and 
bruised. The State moves this court to allow testimony and physical evidence to establish 
that Mr. Damore and the Defendant were housed together in the Canyon County Jail after 
the Defendant's arrest and that they were in the same unit or pod for much of that time. 
2. The State also moves this court to allow the introduction of evidence at trial of 
the Defendant's use of illegal drugs that evening. 
WHEREFORE, the State respectfully requests the Court to limit the introduction 
of evidence, testimony, intelTogation concerning and conveyance to the jury, the above 
mentioned facts without the defendant first making a showing to the court that the above 
evidence is relevant, does not violate privacy rights and/or privileged information. The State 
further requests this Court to instruct the defendant and his counsel not to make any reference to 
the fact that this Motion has been filed. 
The State requests oral argument in support of the relief sought herein and will 
submit a memorandum in support. 
DATED This -1L- day of October, 2010. 
MOTION IN LIMINE/NOTICE 
OF HEARING 2 
00090 
Michael K. Porter 
Deputy Prosect1ting Attorney 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
Notice is hereby given that a hearing on the Motion filed in the above entitled matter is 
scheduled for the 2?1h day of October, 2010, at the hour of 1 :30 p.rn., before the Honorable 
Juneal C. Kerrick. 
DATED This Zl day of October, 2010. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument was served 
upon the attorney for the defendant, the 
Canyon County Public Defender, by placing 
said instrument in their basket at the Clerk's 
Office, on or about the 2._( day of 
October, 2010 . 
. ~!2---
MICHAEL K. PORTER 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
MOTION IN LIMINE/NOTICE 
OF HEARING 3 
Michael K. Porter 









IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: JUNEAL C. KERRICK DATE: OCTOBER 27, 2010 












CASE NO: CR-2010-0016895*C 
TIME: 1 :30 P.M 
REPORTED BY: Kathy Klemetson 
DCRT 2 134-210 
This having been the time heretofore set for status conference/motion hearing 
in the above entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. Michael Porter, Deputy 
Prosecuting attorney for Canyon County, and the defendant appeared in court with 
counsel, Mr. Aaron Bazzoli. 
The Court noted the case, parties present, and noted the Motion in Limine as 
noticed up for hearing this date. Further, the Court noted jury trial had been scheduled 
to commence on November 1, 2010 before Judge Morfitt and noted the issue 
concerning the second day of trial as November 2, 2010 was considered a non judicial 
day based on elections. 
Further, the Court noted a preliminary issue which needed to be addressed 
concerning a series of letters as sent by the defendant to the Court together with 
COURT MINUTES 
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defense counsel which had raised an issue concerning the representation of Mr. 
Bazzoli, noting it had been the Court's understanding the letters had been sent during a 
time period in which Mr. Bazzoli had been involved and trying a murder case. Therefore, 
in order for the matter to proceed it would need to be determined whether the defendant 
I 
had a continued concern/issue in connection with the representation of Mr. Bazzoli. 
The defendant presented statements to the Court in connection with his prior 
concerns with regard to the representation of defense counsel, which had included his 
indigence, noting he since had the opportunity to discuss such concerns with Mr. 
Bazzoli and stated he felt confident with the current representation of counsel, therefore 
believed the matter could proceed. 
The Court expressed views and noted the potential for increased reimbursement 
for costs associated with a jury trial. 
The defendant presented further statements to the Court with regard to his prior 
concerns, noting certain issues had been addressed in his letter to the Court in 
connection with the alibi witness and what he believed had been certain late 
submissions. 
The Court noted an issue remained as Idaho Law established a time frame in 
which an alibi defense could be filed. 
The defendant indicated his main concern had been in connection with the alibi 
witness and presented statements regarding the same. 
COURT MINUTES 
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The Court noted it needed to be determined whether or not the defendant had 
been satisfied to proceed with the representation of Mr. Bazzoli as alternative counsel 
could be substituted by the public defender. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, the defendant indicated he wished to be 
represented by Mr. Bazzoli. 
The Court noted the basis of the Motion in Limine as filed by the State 
concerning the alibi witness. 
Mr. Porter advised the Court the State would have no objection to the alibi 
witness as the Court had previously permitted additional time in which to prepare and 
interview additional witnesses including the alibi witness, therefore the State would be 
prepared to proceed. However, noted the position of the State, as should Mr. Damore 
testify, the State believed it should be allowed the opportunity to impeach or bring 
before the jury the witness's prior incarceration and presented statements in support of 
such position. Mr. Porter further presented argument in support of the second item as 
set forth in the Motion in Limine concerning the introduction of evidence at trial in 
connection with the defendant's use of illegal drugs the evening of the offense, and 
presented statements regarding the same, noting should the defendant's drug use be 
addressed, the victims drug use at the time would be fair, however the State would 
object to any reference concerning the history of the victim's drug usage. 
Mr. Bazzoli addressed the second item of the Motion in Limine concerning the 
drug use, noted certain statements of the victim and presented argument in opposition 
COURT MINUTES 
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to the motion. Mr. Bazzoli further disclosed to the Court that Mr. Damore had been a 
former client of the public defender, however believed said individual had not been a 
current client and noted the anticipated testimony of the witness. Further, Mr. Bazzoli 
noted the State's initial Motion In Limine concerning the State's contention that an 
individual could not be called a "liar" and presented statements regarding the position of 
the defense. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Porter advised the Court the parameters as 
outlined by Mr. Bazzoli in terms of the testimony concerning Mr. Damore's contact with 
the defendant had been satisfactory to the State and presented statements regarding 
the same. 
The Court noted the parties had been in agreement that there would not be 
any testimony/evidence concerning the charges and/or disposition in connection 
with the incarceration of the defendant or the alibi witness. Secondly, the parties 
would stipulate that there would not be any reference and/or evidence concerning 
the defendant's current incarceration status in connection with this matter. 
Mr. Porter advised the Court the State would have no objection to the agreement 
and stipulation. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Porter advised the Court that certain 
evidence concerning the defendant's usage of illicit substances within the proximity of 
the events would be sought and presented statements regarding the same, noting the 
victim would testify to such. Mr. Porter further noted a potential issue as there had been 
COURT MINUTES 
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certain pictures disclosed from a personal camera as pictures had been taken following 
the incident which demonstrated the victim's injuries; however such camera contained 
certain explicated pictures of the victim which the State deemed to be irrelevant. 
Mr. Bazzoli indicated the introduction of any photographs deemed to be irrelevant 
would not be sought. 
The Court advised counsel a specific ruling concerning the photographs 
would not be made at this time, however if deemed necessary, the issue would 
need to be brought to the attention of the Court and counsel prior to any 
introduction to the jury. 
Further, in terms if the drug usage, the Court advised counsel that in the 
event the victim had presented statements concerning her use in connection with 
medical reports and/or statements, such statements may in fact be relevant in 
terms of her ability to receive impressions and recall events. Therefore, this Court 
would not rule that such statements had been inappropriate. 
The Court reviewed the initial Motion in Limine as filed by the State on 
August 25, 2010, referred to paragraph #1, expressed views, and advised counsel 
that an Order would not be entered concerning such issue, however noted case 
law had supported counsel staying away from issues which would invite 
prejudice or passion on the part of the jury, noting such issue would not preclude 
addressing the issue as to credibility on both sides. 
COURT MINUTES 
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The Court addressed paragraph #2 as set forth in the initial Motion in 
Limine concerning the description of the charges and instructed counsel to 
advise their witnesses to refrain from making any such references. 
The Court addressed paragraph #3 as set forth in the initial Motion in 
Limine concerning the victim's prior drug use and advised counsel the issue 
would need to be brought to the attention of Judge Morfitt outside the presence 
of the jury so as to obtain further direction, should the victim's prior drug use be 
addressed outside the time frame of the alleged crime, other than the issues 
which had been discussed this date concerning any statements made by the 
victim in connection with medical treatment. Further, in the event the victim 
testified to the defendant's use of illegal drugs the evening of the offense, such 
testimony would need to be the alleged victim's first hand knowledge and 
observation, however the State would be required to lay the appropriate 
foundation in which the defense would have the opportunity to challenge such 
foundation and would further have the opportunity to provide cross examination. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Porter advised the Court it had been the 
State's understanding the alibi witness had pending misdemeanor charges. 
Mr. Bazzoli advised the Court he had no personnel knowledge of any pending 
charges in connection with the alibi witness and/or the appointment of the public 
defender with regard to the same. 
COURT MINUTES 
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The Court expressed concerns as it would need to be ensured the alibi witness 
had been properly advised in terms of taking the stand and understood the possible 
penalties for perjury, therefore it had been uncertain if the issue required an 
independent individual to advise the witness of such, or whether the issue could be 
addressed by the Trial Court. 
Mr. Porter advised the Court it appeared Mr. Damore had been scheduled for 
sentencing on November 4, 2010 before Judge Kotyk in connection with certain 
misdemeanor offenses, noting it appeared the public defender had been appointed in 
connection with such matters. 
Mr. Bazzoli advised the Court it had been the defense's understanding Mr. 
Damore would not provide testimony which would interfere with his Fifth Amendment 
Rights and presented statements regarding the same. 
Mr. Porter indicated it appeared Mr. Damore's charges had preceded this matter. 
The Court expressed views, noting it had been uncertain as to Mr. Damore's 
present status. 
The Court noted it had the opportunity to discuss this matter with Judge Morfitt at 
which time it had been determined it would be appropriate for trial to commence on 
Wednesday, November 3, 2010 and instructed the parties together with the 
defendant to appear at 8:30 a.m. on said date. 
Mr. Bazzoli presented statements concerning the defense's understanding of the 
cases which remained currently set for trial. 
COURT MINUTES 
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The Court advised counsel it had previously discussed this matter with the Trial 
Court in terms of the likeliness the matter would proceed to trial together with the 
defendant's custody status. 
Mr. Bazzoli noted the Notice of Intent to Use 609 Evidence which had previously 
been filed and presented statements regarding the defense's position concerning such 
issue, noting the issue could be brought to the attention of the Trial Court. 
Mr. Porter presented the State's position concerning the Notice of Intent to Use 
609 Evidence, noting the State only anticipated discussions concerning the Forgery 
conviction and presented statements regarding the same. 
Mr. Porter further advised the Court the State anticipated meeting with opposing 
counsel so as to review/discuss the evidence for potential stipulation. Further, the State 
had lodged certain proposed Jury Instructions. 
The Court noted a Part II would be required based on the Information which 
charged the Persistent Violator. 
Mr. Bazzoli advised the Court the defense's proposed jury instruction would 
consist of the basic standard instruction as used in connection with the Idaho Criminal 
Jury Instructions. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sherriff 
pending further proceedings, or the posting of the bond:~~' 
'j~tlJ ~------~e~p~ut_y_C_l-er-k~~~-
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CASE NO: CR-2010-16895-C 
TIME: 9:00 AM. 
REPORTED BY: Kathy Klemetson 
DCRT 2 (855-438) 
This having been the time heretofore set for trial to a jury in the above-entitled 
matter, the State was represented by Mr. Michael Porter and Ms. Anne Voss, Deputy 
Prosecuting Attorneys for Canyon County and the defendant was present with counsel, 
Mr. Aaron Bazzoli. 
Prior to the commencement of these proceedings, State's Exhibits #1 through 
#52 (photographs), were marked for identification purposes. 
The Court convened at 8:55 a.m., with each of counsel and the defendant being 
present and outside the presence of the prospective jury panel. 
Mr. Bazzoli advised the Court the defendant was prepared to proceed to trial. 
The Court and counsel discussed trial issues and jury selection procedure to be 
used in this matter. 
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The Court reviewed preliminary jury instructions #1 through #8 individually and 
there were no objections stated by either counsel. Further, each of counsel indicated 
there were no additional instructions they desired to be given to the jury panel. 
The Court noted the preliminary jury instructions to be settled. 
Mr. Bazzoli moved for the exclusion of witnesses and the Court granted the 
motion; with the exception of the victim who was entitled to be present during these 
proceedings by statute. 
The Court instructed each of counsel to admonish their witnesses to not discuss 
their testimony or anything that may occur in the courtroom with anyone; (including the 
jury panel); nor should they discuss anything in the presence of the jury panel until the 
case is decided by the jury. 
The Court further instructed each of counsel to admonish their witnesses not to 
volunteer information regarding the defendant or refer to any other acts, crimes or 
misconduct not charged in this case, nor mention the words "felony" or "misdemeanor". 
The Court reviewed jury selection procedure and trial issues further with counsel. 
The Court and counsel discussed further trial issues and procedure. 
The Co_urt reviewed with counsel, the prior rulings made by Judge Kerrick on 
October 27, 2010 on several Motions in Limine filed in this case; addressing each ruling 
individually. 
With regards to the Motion in Limine objecting to the alibi witness, the Court 
noted the State had withdrawn its' objection; to which Mr. Porter concurred. 
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The Court stated its' understanding was if the alibi witness testified that it had 
been ruled that evidence reflecting that the alibi witness and the defendant were 
incarcerated together in the Canyon County Jail could be presented to the jury in proper 
form. Further, that it would not be mentioned that the defendant was presently 
incarcerated on this charge; nor would there be any references to the charges or time 
frames other than that the alibi witness and defendant were in jail together subsequent 
to the crime and subsequent to the alibi. 
Mr. Bazzoli stated he would request a cautionary instruction with regards to the 
alibi witness and that he would draft a proposed instruction for the Court to consider. 
The Court advised counsel it believed the cautionary instruction should be given either 
right before or right after the alibi witness testified. 
As to the issue of the defendant and victims' use of drugs the night of the 
incident in question, the Court noted Judge Kerrick had ruled that such evidence would 
be admitted with proper foundation; but only as to the night in question and not as to a 
history of drug use by either of them. Both Mr. Porter and Mr. Bazzoli concurred with 
the ruling. 
Mr. Bazzoli advised the Court it had been disclosed the victim had admitted to 
Mr. Porter that she had continued to use drugs and he believed he should be allowed to 
question her on the witness stand regarding any use of controlled substances within the 
last seventy-two (72) hours. Mr. Porter objected and presented rebuttal argument. Mr. 
Bazzoli presented further argument in support of examination of the victim regarding 
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her drug use. The Court noted this issue had not been addressed by Judge Kerrick 
and stated it believed this issue fell under Rule 404(b ). The Court ruled it would not 
allow the requested line of questioning absent some basis perceived by defense 
counsel and admonished counsel that any such issue would be addressed outside the 
presence of the jury. Mr. Bazzoli clarified his argument, whereupon, the Court stated 
its' ruling remained unchanged. 
As to the ruling by Judge Kerrick on the Motion in Limine with regards to 
attacking the credibility of the lawyers and other witnesses, the Court noted it was ruled 
it would be proper to probe the credibility of witnesses without the use of disparaging 
terms. Upon discussion of the ruling with counsel, the Court informed counsel they 
could argue credibility or lack of credibility of a witness, but not state their own opinions. 
Mr. Porter advised the Court the photographs previously marked as State's 
Exhibits (#1 through #52) had been reviewed by defense counsel and he believed there 
were no objections to those photographs although they had not been stipulated to, but 
that he did not anticipate any problems as to those exhibits. 
The Court noted Mr. Bazzoli's office was also representing the alibi witness on a 
misdemeanor case to which Mr. Bazzoli concurred. Mr. Bazzoli advised the Court the 
alibi witness' pending criminal charges are not relative to this case and he himself had 
not had any personal involvement in his case and that he did not believe there was any 
conflict of interest as to the alibi witness and this case. 
The Court advised counsel that the alibi witness may still need to be advised of 
COURT MINUTES 
NOVEMBER 3, 2010 4 000101 
his right against self-incrimination. Mr. Bazzoli stated he did not believe there were any 
statements the alibi witness would make in this case that would result in any additional 
charges or probation violation allegations. 
Mr. Porter submitted to the Court's discretion. 
As to the issue of impeachment evidence it was the Court's understanding that if 
the defendant testified there was a Forgery conviction the State would be entitled to 
inquire into and reviewed with counsel Judge Kerrick's ruling as to the proper line of 
questioning on that issue. The Court further noted that it had been represented that the 
State did not intend to use a Possession of Controlled Substance conviction; except as 
to Part II of the Indictment. Mr. Porter stated he concurred with Judge Kerrick's rulings 
on that issue. 
The Court advised counsel it would advise the alibi witness of his right against 
self-incrimination outside the presence of the jury. 
Mr. Porter moved that the primary investigating officer, Detective Weekes be 
seated at the prosecutor's table and informed the Court she was also a witness. 
Mr. Bazzoli stated he understood the rules allowed for the primary investigator to 
remain in the courtroom and stated no objection. 
The Court ruled Detective Weekes would be allowed to remain in the courtroom 
as the primary investigator to aid the prosecution and admonished her not to discuss 
this case with any other witnesses. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Porter stated Ms. Voss would be 
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participating in the trial with the examination of witnesses. 
The Court advised the defendant of his constitutional right against self-
incrimination and his right to remain silent. Further, the right to testify was his choice 
and that if he did testify he could be cross-examined by the State within the scope of 
anything he testified to on direct examination .. The defendant indicated he understood 
his rights as explained by the Court. 
The Court recessed at 9:33 a.m. 
The Court reconvened at 9:41 a.m., all parties being present and outside the 
presence of the prospective jury panel. 
The Court noted the Bailiff had advised the Court that prospective juror #639 
was terminally ill. Upon stipulation of the parties, the Court excused prospective juror 
#639. 
The Court recessed at 9:42 a.m. 
The Court reconvened at 9:45 a.m., all parties being present. The prospective 
jury panel was present in the charge of the Bailiff. 
The Court explained the process of jury selection and introduced its staff, each 
of counsel and the defendant to the prospective jurors. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, each of counsel indicated they were prepared to 
proceed. 
The Court advised the State and the defendant of their right to challenge any 
juror for cause or via peremptory. 
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The Court instructed the clerk to call the roll of the jury. 
The prospective jury panel was sworn voir dire by the clerk at 9:56 a.m. 
The Court admonished the jury as to their conduct. 
The clerk drew thirty-five (35) numbers, one at a time, and the following 
prospective jurors were seated: 
#621 #14 #9 #617 #69 #53 
#71 #637 #623 #87 #635 #60 
#86 #648 #67 #5 #632 #39 
#625 #22 #634 #641 #636 #44 
#619 #36 #649 #52 #62 #646 
#34 #43 #582 #645 #32 
The Court instructed the prospective jurors regarding voir dire examination. 
The Court examined the prospective jury panel voir dire. 
Juror #32 was excused for cause, and juror #13 was called and examined voir 
dire by the Court. 
Juror #22 was excused for cause, and juror #31 was called and examined voir 
dire by the Court. 
Mr. Porter conducted general voir dire examination of the prospective jury panel 
as a whole. 
Juror #637 was excused for cause, and juror #628 was called. 
Mr. Porter continued general voir dire examination of the prospective jury panel 
as a whole. 
Mr. Bazzoli conducted general voir dire examination of the prospective jury panel 
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as a whole. 
The Court recessed at 10:57 a.m. and admonished the prospective jurors as to 
their conduct. 
The Court reconvened at 11 :15 a.m., with all parties being present. The 
prospective jury panel was present and properly seated in the charge of the Bailiff. 
The Court noted the Bailiff had been contacted by jurors #72 and #62 during the 
recess regarding answers they wished to provide in response to the earlier voir dire 
examination and advised counsel of those responses. 
Mr. Porter conducted individual voir dire examination of the prospective jurors. 
Mr. Bazzoli conducted individual voir dire examination of the prospective jurors. 
Juror #69 was excused for cause, and juror #64 was called. 
Juror #64 was examined voir dire individually by the Court, Mr. Porter and Mr. 
Bazzoli. 
Mr. Bazzoli continued with individual voir dire examination of the prospective jury 
panel. 
Both Mr. Porter and Mr. Bazzoli passed the prospective jury panel for cause. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, each of counsel indicated they passed the 
prospective jury panel for cause. 
Each of counsel exercised their peremptory challenges by marking them in 
designated colors on the seating chart and in the presence of the prospective jurors: 
Counsel approached the bench for a brief sidebar to review the peremptory 
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challenges made with the Court. 
The Court instructed those prospective jurors chosen to try this matter to take 
the appropriate seat in the jury box. 
panel. 
p.m. 















The Court thanked and excused the remaining members of the prospective jury 
The jurors were sworn by the clerk to well and truly try the matter at issue at 12:44 
The Court recessed at 12:46 p.m. and admonished the jury as to their conduct. 
The Court reconvened at 2:07 p.m., all parties being present. The jury was present 
and properly seated in the charge of the Bailiff. Roll call of the jury was waived by each of 
counsel. 
The Court advised the jury the process in which the alternate juror would be 
selected and admonished the panel it was important they all pay close attention to the trial. 
Under direction of the Court, the clerk read the charging Indictment to the jury and 
noted the defendant's plea of not guilty. 
The Court read opening instructions to the jury. 
Mr. Porter presented opening statements on behalf of the State. 
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Mr. Bazzoli presented opening statements on behalf of the defendant. 
The State's first witness, STEVEN URIGUEN, was called, sworn by the clerk and 
direct examined. The witness identified the defendant for the record. Direct examination 
of the witness continued. 
The clerk noted for the record that State's Exhibits #1 through #52 had previously 
been marked for identification purposes. 
State's Exhibit #53 was marked, identified by the witness as a redacted audio 
recording from June 8, 2010. State's Exhibit #53 was offered into evidence and Mr. Porter 
requested the exhibit be published to the jury. Mr. Bazzoli questioned the witness in aid of 
objection. There being no objection, State's Exhibit #53 was admitted into evidence. 
Each of counsel concurred that the Court Reporter would not be required to report 
the publishing of State's Exhibit #53 to the jury. 
State's Exhibit #53 (an audio recording of approximately 12 minutes) was published 
to jury. 
Direct examination of the witness continued. 
The Court recessed at 3:25 p.m. and admonished the jury not to discuss the case among 
themselves or with anyone else, nor should they form any opinions as earlier instructed. 
The Court reconvened at 3:43 p.m., all parties being present and outside the presence of 
the jury. 
Mr. Bazzoli requested the Court admonish members of the galley, i.e., family members, 
friends, victim witness coordinators, not to discuss this case in the hallway as he believed they 
had not been earlier admonished. Mr. Bazzoli clarified he did not know that anything 
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inappropriate had occurred, but wanted to make sure members of the galley were so advised. 
Mr. Porter stated he would advise the family and friends present of the Court's admonishment 
not to discuss the case in the presence of witnesses or the jury. 
The Court recessed at 3:44 p.m. 
The Court reconvened at 3:45 p.m., all parties being present. The jury was present and 
properly seated in the charge of the Bailiff. 
The State's first witness, STEVEN URIGUEN, resumed the witness stand, was 
cross-examined and excused. 
The State's second witness, KIRSTEEN REDMOND, was called, sworn by the clerk, 
direct examined and identified the defendant forthe record. State's Exhibits #29 and #30 
were identified by the witness as photographs of her face and leg taken with her digital 
camera. State's Exhibits #29 and #30 were offered, and there being no objection were 
admitted into evidence and then published to the jury. Direct examination of the witness 
continued. State's Exhibits #13, #15, #17 and #18 were identified by the witness as 
photographs of her face, eyes, throat and leg. Direct examination continued. State's 
Exhibits #13, #15, #17 and #18 were offered, and there being no objection, were admitted 
into evidence and published to the jury. Direct examination of the witness continued. 
A brief sidebar was held with each of counsel. 
The Court advised the jury it would recess for the evening and reminded the jury of 
its earlier admonishments not to discuss the case with each other or with anyone else and 
not to form any opinions until the case has been submitted for deliberation. 
The Court advised the jury it would reconvene tomorrow morning at 9:00 a.m. and 
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instructed counsel and the defendant to be present ten minutes earlier to address any 
issues that may need to be taken up. 
The Court adjourned for the day at 4:38 p.m. 
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CASE NO: CR-2010-16895-C 
TIME: 9:00 A.M. 
REPORTED BY: Kathy Klemetson 
DCRT 2 (858-457) 
This having been the time heretofore set for the second day of trial to a jury in 
the above-entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. Michael Porter and Ms. 
Anne Voss, Deputy Prosecuting Attorneys for Canyon County and the defendant was 
present with counsel, Mr. Aaron Bazzoli. 
The Court convened at 8:58 a.m., with each of counsel and the defendant being 
present and outside the presence of the jury panel. 
Mr. Bazzoli submitted a proposed jury instruction to the Court regarding the 
testimony of Mr. Damore to be presented in the defendant's case in chief and noted Mr. 
Porter had been provided a copy as well. Mr. Porter stated he believed the instruction 
was appropriate. The Court stated it believed it was an appropriate instruction, but it 
would have its' law clerk review the same before ruling. 
Mr. Porter informed the Court that the defendant's counsel in his misdemeanor 
case had filed a Motion for Bond Reduction that was scheduled to be heard later today 
COURT MINUTES 
NOVEMBER 4, 2010 1 000112 
before Judge Onanubosi. The Court advised counsel it would have the clerk notify 
Judge Onanubosi's secretary that the defendant was in trial and the motion for bond 
reduction would need to be rescheduled. 
Mr. Porter addressed the fact that the State's 404(b) notice not being necessarily 
sufficient; to which the Court concurred. Mr. Porter advised the Court he anticipated 
that prior acts by the defendant may come up when the victim takes the stand for cross-
examination. 
The Court and counsel discussed 404(b) issues. 
Mr. Bazzoli advised the Court based upon 609 issues regarding the competency 
of the witness to testify and based upon his observation of the witness while she 
testified yesterday he believed it would be appropriate that he be allowed to question 
the witness I victim regarding her use of controlled substances. 
The Court stated it did not believe there was a 609 issue, but that it would fall 
under 608(b) and cited case law. The Court stated opinions and advised counsel 
based upon its observation of the Ms. Redmond yesterday it did not detect any signs 
whatsoever that the witness was under the influence of any substance. The Court ruled 
it would allow defense counsel to ask the specific question, "have you used 
methamphetamine within the last 72 hours?" and if the answer was, "no" that would be 
the end of that line of questioning. Mr. Porter objected and presented rebuttal 
argument. The Court stated opinions and advised counsel its prior ruling would stand. 
The Court recessed at 9:14 a.m. 
The Court reconvened at 9:16 a.m. all parties being present. The jury was 
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present and properly seated in the charge of the Bailiff. 
Each of counsel waived roll call of the jury. 
The State's second witness, K!RSTEEN REDMOND, resumed the witness stand 
and was admonished by the Court that she was still under oath having previously been 
sworn. The witness was cross-examined, redirect examined, re-cross examined and 
excused subject to recall. 
A brief sidebar was held with counsel. 
The Court advised the jury the State's next scheduled witness was not available until 
10:00 a.m., and a witness would be presented out of order. 
The State's third witness, MIKEL WAGONER, was called and sworn by the clerk. 
State's Exhibit #54 was marked for identification purposes. The witness was direct 
examined by Ms. Voss. Mr. Bazzoli stipulated to the qualifications of the witness. Direct 
examination of the witness continued. The witness identified the defendant for the record. 
A brief sidebar was held with counsel. 
Direct examination of the witness continued. State's Exhibit #11 was identified by 
the witness as a photograph of a wooden bat, and offered into evidence. There being no 
objection, State's Exhibit #11 was admitted into evidence and published to the jur)i. The 
witness was direct examined further, cross-examined, redirect examined and excused. 
The Court recessed at 10:23 a.m. and admonished the jury panel not to discuss this case 
or form any opinions. 
The Court reconvened at 10:43 a.m., all parties being present. The jury was present and 
properly seated in the charge of the Bailiff. 
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The State's fourth witness, MARK ANTHONY BURRIESCI, was called, sworn by the 
clerk and direct examined by Mr. Porter. Upon the objection of Mr. Bazzoli, the witness' 
medical chart notes were marked as State's Exhibit #55 for the purpose of aiding the 
witness in his testimony. The witness was direct examined further, cross-examined and 
excused. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Porter noted State's Exhibit #55 would not be 
offered for admission into evidence. 
The Court recessed at 10:56 a.m. and admonished the jury panel not to discuss this 
case or form any opinions. 
The Court reconvened at 11 :04 a.m., all parties being present and outside the 
presence of the jury. 
Mr. Porter and Mr. Bazzoli advised the Court they thought there may have been an 
issue with regards to a potential witness being present in the courtroom, but it had been 
determined neither of them intended to call that witness. 
The Court recessed at 11 :07 a.m., all parties being present. The jury was present and 
properly seated in the charge of the Bailiff. 
The State's fifth witness, JOHN WEIRUM, was called, sworn by the clerk and 
direct examined by Ms. Voss. The witness identified the defendant for the record. 
Direct examination of the witness continued. State's Exhibit #54 was identified by the 
witness as a wooden tee-ball bat he found at the scene, offered, and there being no 
objection was admitted into evidence. State's Exhibit #9 was identified by the witness 
as a photograph of a spot on the carpet where a clump of hair was found. Direct 
COURT MINUTES 
NOVEMBER 4, 2010 4 
examination of the witness continued. State's Exhibit #5 was identified by the witness 
as a photograph of the dining room area, State's Exhibit #10 as a photograph of the 
base of a chair vvith possible blood drops on the floor, and State's Exhibits #1, #2 and 
#4 as close-up photographs of the possible blood drops on the floor. Direct 
examination of the witness continued. State's Exhibits #1, #2, #4, #5 and #10 were 
offered into evidence and Mr. Bazzoli examined the witness in aid of objection. Mr. 
Bazzoli stated he had no objection to the admission of the exhibits for the purposes of 
showing what the scene looked like, but would object to any reference to the spots 
being identified as possible blood. 
A sidebar was held with each of counsel. 
The Court advised the jury the witness' testimony regarding possible blood spots 
was speculative and shall be stricken. The Court instructed the jury to disregard those 
statements referencing blood spots and that specific part of the testimony should not be 
considered in their deliberations. 
There being no objection, State's Exhibits #1, #2, #4, #5 and #10 were admitted 
into evidence subject to the limitations as previously outlined and published to the jury. 
Direct examination of the witness continued. State's Exhibits #3, #6, #7 and #8 were 
identified by the witness as photographs of various dents in the walls, and offered into 
evidence for the same limited purpose as the previous exhibits. There being no 
objection, State's Exhibits #3, #6, #7 and #8 were admitted into evidence with the 
limitation as previously outlined and published to the jury. The witness was direct 
examined further, cross-examined and excused. 
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The Court recessed at 11 :50 a.m., and admonished the jury not to discuss the 
case or form any opinions. 
The Court reconvened at 1 :15 p.m. al! parties being present and outside the 
presence of the jury with the exception of juror #87. 
The Court noted it had been advised that during the lunch recess juror #87 had 
used a restroom on the third floor and the victim and another person were also present 
in the restroom. In answer to the Court's inquiry, juror #87 responded that she did not 
hear any discussions regarding this case while in the restroom. Juror #87 was 
excused to rejoin the jury panel. 
Outside the presence of the jury, the Court noted it had discussed in chambers 
with counsel the numerous photographs; approximately fifty-two (52) and that it 
believed a number of those photographs were cumulative. 
The Court noted it had provided counsel with a proposed jury instruction 
regarding the alibi witness. Each of counsel stated they had no objection to the 
instruction as drafted by the Court. The Court advised counsel it would give the 
instruction immediately after Mr. Damore testified and that it would be numbered as 
instruction #9. 
The Court recessed at 1:19 p.m. 
The Court reconvened at 1 :24 p.m., all parties being present. The jury was 
present and properly seated in the charge of the Bailiff. 
The State's sixth witness, CHRISTINE CANNON, was called, sworn by the clerk 
and direct examined by Ms. Voss. State's Exhibits #16 and #20 were identified by the 
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witness as photographs of the victim, offered, and there being no objection, were 
admitted into evidence and published to the jury. Direct examination of the witness 
continued. State's Exhibits #31 through #35 were identified by the witness as 
photographs of the victim, offered, and there being no objection, were admitted into 
evidence and published to the jury. The witness was cross-examined and excused. 
The State's seventh witness, ERIN PON, was called, swam by the clerk, and 
direct examined by Mr. Porter. The witness identified the defendant for the record. The 
witness was direct examined further and cross-examined. Defendant's Exhibit #A was 
marked, identified by the witness as a photograph of the defendant, offered and there 
being no objection was admitted into evidence. The witness was cross-examined 
further and excused. 
The State's eighth witness, TROY HALE, was called, sworn by the clerk and 
direct examined by Mr. Porter. State's Exhibits #56 and #57 were marked and 
identified by the witness as two (2) redacted DVD recordings of his interview with the 
defendant. There being no objection, State's Exhibits #56 and #57 were admitted into 
evidence and published to the jury. 
Each of counsel concurred the Court Reporter did not need to report the 
publishing of the two (2) DVD /audio recordings (State's Exhibits #56 and #57). 
The Court noted for the record that only audio was published to the jury with 
regards to State's Exhibit #56 and #57 and that no video was shown; and that in the 
event the jury wished to review those exhibits in their deliberations that a electronic 
machine would be used that only provided an audio playback option; with no video 
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capacity. 
The witness was cross-examined. 
The Court recessed at 2:29 p.m. and admonished the jury not to discuss the 
case or form any opinions. 
The Court reconvened at 2:44 p.m., all parties being present. The jury was 
present and properly seated in the charge of the Bailiff. 
The State's eighth witness, TROY HALE, resumed the witness stand having 
previously been sworn. Cross-examination of the witness continued. The witness was 
redirect examined, re-cross examined and excused. 
The State's ninth witness, ANGELA WEEKES, was called, sworn by the clerk 
and direct examined by Mr. Porter. Mr. Bazzoli made an objection and the Court stated 
it would take up the matter outside the presence of the jury. 
The jury was removed from the courtroom at 3:00 p.m. 
Outside the presence of the jury, Mr. Porter made an offer of proof as to the 
witness' qualifications and the proposed line of questioning. Mr. Bazzoli stated his 
objection and presented argument. 
Upon hearing further argument of counsel, the Court stated the first issue would 
be the testimony from the witness regarding the victims' response to the risk 
assessment and the objection made on the grounds of hearsay. Mr. Porter clarified his 
position and responded to the hearsay objection. The Court stated its findings and 
sustained the objection. 
The Court clarified the second issue at hand was that the State was seeking to 
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obtain from the witness expert testimony as to what responses are typical of a victim of 
domestic violence. Mr. Porter concurred with the Court's analysis of the issue. The 
Court advised counsel it \"Jould review case law and opinions before ruling. 
The Court recessed at 3:14 p.m. 
The Court reconvened at 3:35 p.m. all parties being present and outside the 
presence of the jury. 
The Court stated it would now address the second aspect of Mr. Bazzoli's 
objection as to whether Detective Weekes could properly testify regarding the general 
characteristics of the behavioral and emotional conduct of victims of domestic violence. 
The Court cited Idaho Rules of Evidence 702, case law and stated opinions to 
counsel. Mr. Bazzoli presented additional argument in support of his objection and 
cited authority to the Court. Mr. Porter responded and presented argument in support 
of the State's position. 
The Court inquired as to whether any potential prejudicial effect outweighed the 
probative value and both Mr. Porter and Mr. Bazzoli presented further argument. 
The Court announced its findings of fact, stated opinions and sustained the 
second aspect of Mr. Bazzoli's objection as earlier defined. 
The Court recessed at 4:08 p.m. 
The Court reconvened at 4:13 p.m., all parties being present. The jury was 
present and properly seated in the charge of the Bailiff. 
The State's ninth witness, ANGELA WEEKES, resumed the witness stand and 
direct examination by Mr. Porter continued. The witness was cross-examined and 
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excused. 
Mr. Porter requested a brief recess to review the State's evidence before resting. 
The jury was removed from the courtroom at 4:20 p.m. 
Outside the presence of the jury, defense witness, Richard Damore was called 
into the courtroom. 
The Court advised Mr. Damore of his constitutional right against compulsory self-
incrimination and that he could exercise that right at any point. Further, that if he 
wished to consult counsel, Mr. Greg Ferney, of the Public Defender's office was present 
to assist him. Mr. Damore indicated that he understood his right against compulsory 
self-incrimination and that he did not wish to consult counsel. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Bazzoli stated he would not be making a 
Rule 29 motion for dismissal. 
The Court reminded the defendant of his right against compulsory self-
incrimination as earlier advised in these proceedings and the defendant indicated he 
understood his right and had been so advised. 
The Court recessed at 4:25 p.m. 
The Court reconvened at 4:27 p.m., all parties being present. The jury was 
present and properly seated in the charge of the Bailiff. 
The State rested. 
The defendant's first witness, RICHARD DAMORE, was called, sworn by the 
clerk and direct examined. The witness identified the defendant for the record. Direct 
examination of the witness continued. The witness was cross-examined by Mr. Porter, 
COURT MINUTES 
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redirect examined, re-cross examined, redirect examined and excused. 
The Court read instruction #9 to the jury regarding the testimony presented by 
the alibi witness. 
The jury was excused at 4:54 p.m., to reconvene at 9:00 a.m. tomorrow morning. 
The Court admonished the jury panel not to discuss the case with one another or 
anyone else; or form any opinions until such time the case was submitted to them for 
deliberation. 
Outside the presence of the jury, the Court and counsel discussed trial issues. 
The Court instructed counsel and the defendant to be present at 8:30 a.m. to 
take up any necessary matters outside the presence of the jury. 
The Court adjourned for the day at 4:57 p.m. 
COURT MINUTES 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: JAMES C. MORFITT DATE: NOVEMBER 5, 2010 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 














CASE NO: CR-2010-16895-C 
TIME: 9:00 A.M. 
REPORTED BY: Kathy Klemetson 
DCRT 2 (901-1255)(454-510) 
This having been the time heretofore set for the third day of trial to a jury in the 
above-entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. Michael Porter and Ms. Anne 
Voss, Deputy Prosecuting Attorneys for Canyon County and the defendant was present 
and represented by counsel, Mr. Aaron Bazzoli. 
The Court convened at 9:01 a.m., with each of counsel and the defendant 
present, outside the presence of the jury. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Porter indicated the State had submitted 
instructions for lesser included offenses. 
The Court addressed counsel, advising that the instructions that had been 
provided to counsel did not include the lesser included offenses for Counts Ill and IV or 
the verdict form; however the same were presently being worked on. 
Mr. Bazzoli advised the Court that the defense was prepared to proceed with its 
next witness, which would be the defendant. 
COURT MINUTES 
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The Court addressed the defendant, noting it had previously advised the 
defendant of his right to remain silent. Further, if he chose not to testify the jury would 
be instructed not to consider or discuss the same. Additionally, in the event he did 
testify he would be subject to cross examination by the State. The Court advised the 
defendant that it was his decision whether or not to testify; however he should make his 
decision with the assistance of counsel. 
The defendant indicated he understood. 
The Court and counsel discussed procedural issues and determined the matter 
would most likely be submitted to the jury by noon. 
The Court noted Part 11 in this matter. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Bazzoli indicated there had been no 
stipulation regarding the same. Further, he assumed proceeding with Part II would be 
determined after a verdict was delivered regarding Part I. 
The Bailiff addressed the Court in reference to removing the defendant's leg 
brace before the jury was brought in. 
The Court indicated the process of calling the defendant to the stand should be 
handled in the normal manner. 
Mr. Bazzoli concurred. 
The Court recessed at 9:07 a.m. 
The Court reconvened at 9:16 a.m. with all parties present. The jury was present 
under charge of the Bailiff and properly seated. 
Each of counsel waived roll call of the jury. 
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The Court introduced the clerk and determined the parties were prepared to 
proceed. 
The defendant's second witness, DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE, was called, sworn 
by the clerk, direct examined and cross examined. Mr. Bazzoli presented an objection, a brief 
side bar was held at the bench and the Court sustained the objection. Cross examination 
continued. The witness was re-direct examined and re-cross examined. Mr. Porter moved to 
admit State's Exhibits #58-60, there being no objection, the Court ordered the same admitted 
and said exhibits were published to the jury. Re-cross examination continued. Mr. Bazzoli 
presented an objection, a brief side bar was held at the bench and the Court sustained the 
objection. Re-cross examination continued and the witness was excused. 
Upon direction of the Court, the jury was removed from the courtroom at 10:00 a.m. 
The Court addressed counsel, and noted for the record its reasoning regarding the basis 
for the ruling on Mr. Bazzoli's objection. 
Mr. Bazzoli indicated he understood the Court was making a record. 
Mr. Porter advised that the State would call one rebuttal witness. 
The jury was returned to the courtroom at 10:02 a.m. 
The Court advised the jury a legal matter had been taken up outside their presence and 
proceedings would now continue. 
The defense rested. 
The State indicated it had one rebuttal witness. 
The State's first rebuttal witness, ANDREA DEAUGUSTINEO, was called, sworn by the 
clerk, direct examined, cross examined and excused. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Porter indicated the State had no further rebuttal 
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witnesses. 
The Court determined the defendant had no sur-rebuttal to present. 
The Court advised the jury that the evidence was closed and noted procedural issues 
with regard to jury instructions and the order in which remaining proceedings would be 
conducted. The Court admonished the jury regarding their conduct. 
The jury was removed from the courtroom at 10:11 a.m. 
The Court advised counsel it would complete final instructions and then meet with 
counsel to review the same. 
The Court recessed at 10:12 a.m. 
The Court reconvened at 10:58 a.m. outside the presence of the jury. 
The Court noted it had provided copies of the proposed final instructions to each of 
counsel, together with a proposed verdict form. The Court determined counsel had reviewed 
the same. 
The Court noted that jury instruction #9 had previously been addressed; and 
further addressed each of the final jury instructions individually, beginning with #10, 
whereupon, each of counsel indicated they had no objections to instructions #10 and 
#11. As to instruction #12 Mr. Bazzoli presented statements and concerns regarding 
specific wording therein. The Court expressed opinions, noted Mr. Bazzoli's concern 
and indicated the wording in #12 would be given as written. The Court continued 
reviewing final jury instructions individually, whereupon each of counsel indicated they 
had no objection to #13-34. 
The Court further noted for the record that it had received requested proposed 
jury instructions from the State, reviewed the same individually, noting #1 was given 
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and #2-6 were also being given with specific modifications as included in the final jury 
instructions as just reviewed. The Court noted that #7 was being refused and 
addressed instruction #8 with regard to lesser included offenses. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Porter indicated the State had no further 
instructions to address. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Bazzoli confirmed the defense had not 
submitted proposed instructions and was relying on the Court using standard IOJI 
instructions; further, the defense had no objection to the final concluding jury 
instructions just reviewed. 
The Court provided the proposed verdict form to each of counsel. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, each of counsel indicated they had no objection 
to the verdict form. 
The Court and counsel discussed final closing proceedings and the lunch recess. 
The Court recessed at 11:18 a.m. 
Prior to court convening, counsel requested that a paper diagram drawn 
previously during the trial, be marked as State's Exhibit #60. 
The Court reconvened at 11 :36 a.m. with all parties present. The jury was 
present under charge of the Bailiff and properly seated. 
The Court read final instructions to the jury. 
Mr. Porter presented closing argument on behalf of the State. 
Mr. Bazzoli presented closing argument on behalf of the defendant. 
Mr. Porter presented final closing argument on behalf of the State. 
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Under direction of the Court, the clerk randomly drew Juror #36 to be the 
alternate juror in this matter; and advised that upon stipulation of the parties, Juror #36 
wou!d be excused at this time; subject to recall. The Court advised Juror #36 the Bailiff 
would contact her once the case was concluded; however in the interim instructed her 
to follow the Court's earlier admonishment not to discuss the case or form any opinions. 
Oath to the Bailiff was administered by the clerk and the jury retired to deliberate 
its verdict at 12:54 p.m. 
The Court addressed counsel regarding preparation of jury instructions for Part 
II. Further, the Court instructed counsel to leave their contact information with the court 
clerk. 
The Court recessed at 12:55 p.m. 
The Court reconvened at 4:54 p.m. with all parties present. The jury was present 
under charge of the Bailiff and properly seated. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, the presiding juror indicated a verdict had been 
reached. The following verdict was delivered to the Court by the Bailiff and under 
direction of the Court, was read by the clerk: 
Title of court and cause 
VERDICT OF THE JURY 
We, the Jury, for our verdict, unanimously answer the questions submitted as 
follows: 
Question No. 1: Is Darren Dustin Carmouche not guilty or guilty of Attempted 
Strangulation? 
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Not Guilty ___ _ Guilty __ x __ _ 
Proceed to Question No. 2. 
Question No. 2: Is Darren Dustin Carmouche not guilty or guilty of Kidnapping? 
Not Guilty ___ _ Guilty __ x __ _ 
Proceed to Question No. 3. 
Question No. 3: Is Darren Dustin Carmouche not guilty or guilty of Aggravated 
Battery? 
Not Guilty ___ _ Guilty _ ___.x"'----
If you unanimously answered Question No. 3 "Not Guilty", then you must 
answer Question No.4. If you unanimously answered Question No. 4 "Guilty", then 
proceed to Question No. 5. 
Question No. 4: Is Darren Dustin Carmouche not guilty or guilty of Battery? 
Not Guilty ___ _ Guilty ___ _ 
Proceed to Question No. 5. 
Question No. 5: Is Darren Dustin Carmouche not guilty or guilty of Domestic 
Battery - Traumatic Injury? 
Not Guilty ___ _ Guilty __ x __ _ 
If you unanimously answered Question No. 5 "Not Guilty", then you must 
answer Question No.6. If you unanimously answered Question No. 5 "Guilty", you are 
done. Sign the verdict form and advise the Bailiff. 
Question No. 6: Is Darren Dustin Carmouche not guilty or guilty of Domestic 
Battery? 
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Not Guilty ___ _ 
Dated this 51h day of November, 2010. 





In answer to the Court's inquiry, each of the jurors indicated this was their 
unanimous verdict. 
The Court addressed counsel and determined that each of counsel did not want 
the jury polled. 
The Court ordered the Verdict received and filed. 
Upon direction of the Court, the jury was removed from the courtroom at 4:57 
p.m. 
The Court addressed counsel regarding Part II of the Amended Superseding 
Indictment. 
Mr. Porter indicated the State was prepared to proceed. 
Mr. Bazzoli advised that he had discussed the matter with the defendant; and the 
defendant was prepared to proceed with Part 11, however would waive the jury and 
proceed with a court trial. 
Mr. Porter indicated the State had no objection to returning at a later date to 
proceed with Part II; and further indicated the State would waive the jury regarding the 
same. 
The Court addressed the defendant regarding his constitutional rights and a 
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waiver of the jury as to proceeding to trial with Part II. 
Upon examination of the defendant, the Court determined that the defendant 
\Vas waiving his right to a jury trial on Part II of the Amended Superseding Indictment, 
noting he had discussed this matter with counsel and was doing so freely and 
voluntarily. 
The Court advised the defendant that Part II charged a sentencing enhancement 
that carried a maximum possible penalty of at least five (5) years and up to life in prison 
on each count; and further the counts could run consecutive. 
The defendant indicated he understood and was waiving his right to a jury trial 
on Part 11 freely and voluntarily. 
Based upon the Court's examination of the defendant and the defendant's 
answers, the Court found that the defendant understood his right to a jury trial, was 
waiving the same freely and voluntarily and understood the consequences of the 
enhancement if found guilty; and therefore accepted the defendant's waiver of the jury 
with regard to Part II of the Amended Superseding Indictment. 
The Court noted the matter would proceed as a court trial and would be set over. 
At 5:03 p.m. the jury was returned to the courtroom under charge of the Bailiff 
and properly seated. 
The Court delivered final instructions, thanked the jury for their service and the 
jury was excused from the proceedings at 5:06 p.m. 
The Court and counsel discussed scheduling options and the Court set Part II 
of the Amended Superseding Indictment for a court trial on November 12, 2010 at 
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9:00 a.m. before this Court. 
Counsel and the defendant indicated they understood. 
The Court and counsel further discussed scheduling issues and the Court 
indicated it would not set a sentencing date until the court trial on Part II was 
completed. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, each of counsel indicated they had no further 
issues to address at this time. 
The defendant was remanded to the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff 
pending further proceedings or the posting of bond. 
The Court adjourned at 5: 10 p.m. 
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CASE NO. CR 2010-16895*C 
VERDICT FORi'VI 
We, the Jury, for our verdict, unanimously answer the questions 
submitted to us as follows: 
Question No. 1: Is Darren Dustin Carmouche not guilty or guilty of 
Attempted Strangulation? 
Not Guilty ___ _ Guilty __ x_· _ 
Proceed to Question No. 2. 
000133 
Question No. 2: Is Darren Dustin Carmouche not guilty or guilty of 
Kidnapping? 
Not Guilty ___ _ Guilty _ _.......,X..___ 
Proceed to Question No. 3. 
Question No. 3: Is Darren Dustin Carmouche not guilty or guilty of 
Aggravated Battery? 
Not Guilty ___ _ Guilty_~><--
If you unanimously answered Question No. 3 "Not Guilty," then you must 
answer Question No. 4. If you unanimously answered Question No. 4 "Guilty," 
then proceed to Question No. 5. 
Question No. 4: Is Darren Dustin Carmouche not guilty or guilty of 
Battery? 
Not Guilty ___ _ Guilty ___ _ 
Proceed to Question No. 5. 
Question No. 5: Is Darren Dustin Carmouche not guilty or guilty of Domestic 
Battery - Traumatic Injury? 
Not Guilty ___ _ Guilty_~X __ 
If you unanimously answered Question No. 5 "Not Guilty", then you must 
answer Question No. 6. If you unanimously answered Question No. 5 "Guilty," you 
are done. Sign the verdict form and advise the bailiff. 
Question No. 6: Is Darren Dustin Carmouche not guilty or guilty of 
Domestic Battery? 
Not Guilty ___ _ 
Dated this S ±1. day ofNovember, 2010. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: JAMES C. MORFITT DATE: November 12, 2010 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTE 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR2010-16895*C 
) 
vs ) TIME: 9:00 A.M. 
) 
DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE, ) REPORTED BY: 
) Kathy Klemetson 
Defendant. ) 
DCRT2 (9:09-11 :08) 
This having been the time heretofore set for court trial on Part II in the above 
entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. Michael Porter and Ms. Anne Voss, 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorneys for Canyon County, and the defendant appeared in court 
with counsel, Mr. Aaron Bazzoli. 
The Court reviewed prior proceedings held in this case, determined each of 
counsel agreed with the Court's recitation of the procedural history and that both sides 
were ready to proceed. 
The Court indicated it had one issue to address. On October 5th the State lodged 
proposed jury instructions, the Court acted on those instructions at the instruction 
conference, these actions were annotated on the instruction at that time and the Court 
instructed the clerk to file those proposed jury instructions as of November 5, 2010. 
COURT MINUTES 
November 12, 2010 
Page I 
000136 
Mr. Bazzoli moved for exclusion of witnesses. Additionally, it was the 
defendant's understanding the State was prepared to call a witness not disclosed in 
discovery and the defendant would object to that witness. 
Mr. Porter concurred. 
The Court granted the motion to exclude witnesses from the courtroom and 
indicated it would address the issue of the witness. 
Mr. Porter advised the Court that it was the State's intent to call Silvia Meehl, she 
was a Deputy in the Canyon County Jail that did intake in booking, she was not 
previously disclosed and presented argument to the Court in opposition to the motion to 
exclude the State's witness. 
Mr. Bazzoli responded with argument in support of the witness being excluded. 
The Court expressed opinions and discussed the issue with counsel. 
Each of counsel presented further argument to the Court. 
The Court recessed at 9:32 a.m. 
The Court reconvened at 9:42 a.m. and advised counsel that the Court was not 
prepared to rule on the objection, but the Court understood the State had a witnesses 
that needed to be at a funeral at 10:30 a.m. and that witness was not involved in this 
pending issue. 
Mr. Porter concurred. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, each of counsel indicated they did not intend to 
make an opening statement 
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The State's first witness, JOHN WEIRUM, was called, sworn by the clerk and 
direct-examined. 
The State's second witness, ANGELA WEEKES, was called, sworn by the clerk 
and direct-examined. State's exhibit #62 and #62A were marked and identified #62 
being an evidence envelope containing the defendant's drivers license and exhibit #62A 
as being the defendant's drivers license, were offered and there being no objection, 
were Ordered admitted. State's exhibit #63 was marked, identified as !LETS Report, 
was offered, Mr. Bazzoli examined the witness in aid of objection, entered an objection, 
Mr. Porter submitted to the Court's discretion and the Court sustained the objection. Mr. 
Porter indicated the State would withdraw the request to admit exhibit #63. State's 
exhibit #64 and #65 were marked, identified as #64 being a Judgment of Conviction and 
Sentence in Ada County case H9901069 and #65 as being a Judgment of Conviction in 
Ada County case H0100154, were offered and there being no objection, were Ordered 
admitted. Direct-examination continued. The witness was cross-examined and re-
direct examined. There being no objection, the witness was excused from these 
proceedings by the Court. 
Mr. Porter advised the Court that the other witness the State proposed to call 
was the one the Court had not ruled on yet. 
The Court recessed at 10:01 a.m. 
The Court reconvened at 10:18 a.m. 
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The Court noted there were two (2) objections that needed to be addressed. The 
first dealt with the State's desire to present evidence by judicial notice or prior transcript 
that when the defendant was asked on cross-examination what his social security 
number was, and before the objection made as being outside the scope of direct-
examination was sustained, the defendant gave the first three (3) digits of his social 
security number. The Court understood it was the State's position that since there was 
no motion to strike what was stated it should be considered in spite of the objection that 
was made and sustained. 
Mr. Porter concurred and presented additional argument in support of the 
evidence in question being considered. 
Mr. Bazzoli responded with argument in opposition to the request. 
The Court expressed opinions and determined the first three (3) numbers of a 
nine (9) digit number established nothing and the prejudicial nature outweighed any 
relevance. The Court sustained the objection as to that testimony. 
The Court noted the second issue was the late disclosure of the next witness the 
State intended to call, that being Silvia Meehl. 
Mr. Porter presented argument to the Court in support of the witnesses being 
permitted to testify. 
Mr. Bazzoli responded with argument in opposition to the request. 
The Court expressed opinions, found no good cause existed for failure to advise 
the defendant that the State was looking for another witness and did not find good 
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cause for excusable neglect. The Court found under Rule 16 that sanctions were 
appropriate and excluded the State's late disclosed witness as a sanction. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Porter indicated the State had no further 
witnesses and Mr. Bazzoli indicated the defense did not have any witnesses or 
evidence. 
Mr. Porter presented a closing statement. 
Mr. Bazzoli presented a closing statement. 
Mr. Porter presented a final closing statement. 
The Court found that the State met it's burden of establishing prior convictions 
beyond a reasonable doubt as to each of the two (2) prior convictions set out in exhibits 
#64 and #65 as alleged in Part II of the Information with respect to each of the four ( 4) 
counts and the Court entered judgment accordingly. 
The Court Ordered a Presentence Investigation Report and set this matter for 
sentencing January 5, 2011 at 9:30 a.m. before Judge Kerrick. 
Mr. Bazzoli requested a 19-2524 Substance Abuse Evaluation be prepared as 
well and the Court so Ordered. 
The Court advised the defendant that his right against self incrimination 
continued through the Presentence Report process, he had the right to consult with his 
attorney with respect to what questions he should or should not answer, but he did not 
have the right to have his attorney present with him during the interview. 
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Mr. Porter advised the Court that during the investigation there was a question 
about mental health and there was certainly a question about domestic battery so those 
evaluations would be appropriate to order as well. 
Mr. Bazzoli advised the Court that they had no objection. 
The Court Ordered a 19-2524 Mental Health Evaluation and a Batterers 
Evaluation be prepared. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff 
pending further proceedings or the posting of bond. 
COURT MINUTES 




Judicial District Court, State of Id{ 
In and For the County of Canyon · 
NOTICE OF ORDER FOR PRESENTENCE REPORT f 
RESET (Clerk,checkifapplicab\e) FILED: (C1 - I '2-/ ID c_ 3 :·2;2fM. 
Assigned to: I 
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, Deputy. 
__________ Due Date: ------
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l o , a Pre-sentence Investigation Report was ln -Po.l"'t 2 On this J 'a- day of 1\L o Vlvv1 b-tv- , 20 
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EVALUATIONS TO BE DONE: Copy of each evaluation to be sent to Presentence Investigation Office to be included with PSI 
Under IC 19-2524 assessment(s) is(are) ordered which shall include a criminogenic risk assessment of the defendant 
pursl!ant to (IC 19-2524(4)): 
~~tal Health Examination as defined in IC 19-2524(3), including any plan for treatment (PSMH1 ROA code); and/or 
~Substance Abuse Assessment as defined in IC 19-2524(2) including any plan for treatment .(PSSA1 ROA code) 
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********************************************************************************* 
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Date of Birth: Social Security Number: 
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have your Pre-sentence Investigation Personal History Questionnaire filled out completely for interview. 
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MARK J. MIMURA 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Aaron Bazzoli 
2176 E. Franklin Road, Suite 120 
Meridian, Idaho 83642 
Telephone: (208) 288-0744 
Facsimile: (208) 575-6217 
Idaho State Bar No. 5512 
Attorneys for Defendant 
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0J75 I -A.k __ D ~I- P.M 
DEC 2 7 2010 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
C ATKINSON, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 





Case No. CR-2010-16895 
MOTION FOR RETURN OF 
PERSONAL PROPERTY AND NOTICE 
OF HEARING 
COMES NOW, the Defendant, by and through his attorneys of record the Canyon 
County Public Defender's Office and hereby moves this Honorable Court for entry of an 
Order requiring law enforcement to return property seized in this matter to Defendant or 
his appointed representative that is not a part of the evidence submitted in the trial of this 
case. The following is a list of said evidence: 
1. HP Pavillion Laptop and power cord 
2. 1 pair of Gray Shorts 
3. A Kodak Easy Share Digital Camera 
4. 6.6 Megalpixel SV 660 video camera 
5. Driver's License D ORlC , 
6. Pantech Cell Phone Blue 
7. Pantech Cell Phone pink 
MOTION FOR RETURN OF PERSONAL PROPERTY AND NOTICE OF 
HEARING 
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8. Cricket Cell Phone 
9. Samsung Cell Phone 
10. Treo Cell Phone Sprint 
11. All memory cards (5) 
12. Grey Sweater 
Said property was seized by law enforcement in investigating this case, was not 
used at trial, and has been retained by law enforcement and is the rightful property of 
Defendant. 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
Wherefore, the Defendant is setting this Motion for hearing on January 5, 2011 at 9:30 
in front of the Honorable Judge Kerrick. 
DATED this z.s day of December, 2010 
Aaron Bazzoli 
Attorney for the Defendant 
MOTION FOR RETURN OF PERSONAL PROPERTY AND NOTICE OF 
HEARING 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE: 
I hereby certify that on the 'Z7 day of December 2010, I served a true and correct copy 
of the within Motion for Bond Reduction or Release on Own Recognizance and Notice of 
Hearing upon the individual(s) names below in the manner noted: 
o By depositing copies of the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, first class. 
~ By depositing copies of the same in the interoffice box located at the Clerk's Office. 
o By hand delivering copies of the same to the office(s) of the attomey(s) indicated below. 
o By faxing copies of the same to said attomey(s) at the facsimile number: (208) 454-7474. 
Bryan Taylor 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTOR 
1115 Albany St. 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Aaron Bazzoli 
Attorney for the Defendant 
MOTION FOR RETURN OF PERSONAL PROPERTY AND NOTICE OF 
HEARING 000146 
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( ) I have\ read the following rule permitting cami:l:r.as ill. t::ll.$ cou;t>t;i:ooom and 
~ill comply in all re~ects with the Rule and O~der o~ the Cou~e. 
RUI..S 45 PERMITTING CMmRAS J:N Tb COW'l'ROOM 
(effective March 3Q, 19,9) 
a, Video, audio, and photographic cov~~age of public p~oceedings before 
dil"ltrict .tllnd ma~:Lntrate judges is authodli!l,ld sub;jec:t to t:b.~ discretion of 
the p:t:'eaiding judge. 'l'be predding judge maixd.:aine tha. right to Hm:lt 
c:o~rage o:I:' photogr.aphy of any pilblic hearing when the intet"t!l~tES of the 
administration ~f justi~e ~equirea. AuthOrization lllllY be revoked at any 
time, witb.PU.t. pric:r not:.i.oe. when. in the eou;rse of discretion it appears 
t:..hat bro~dcast coverage o~ still photog~~phs of ~strict ~~ magistr~t~ 
~ourt p~ooeedings are interfe~ing in 1"lY way with the proper 
adminiatra.t;I.~ of justice.. 
JilBQtrB!'X' TO Oll'l'AD' Ai'l'ROVAL "10 
BAO~CU'l' Mm/OR dOTOGD:qJl A 
COtJR'l' PROCD:x>DQ l?9.g'"I :J. Of • 
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b. The presiding judge nmy, at hi~ or her discretion, limit, ~~~triet 
or pxohibit the ta~ing of pbOtogl:aphs or coverage at ~y 
p~oceeding. Any decision ~egar~in9 broadeasting; tel~Vising, 
recording, or photQg~ap~:L.og ~f p~o~eed;iJ;l,g~ is not au:bje~t to 
appellate ~eview. 
c. Coveraga Qf the follow;!.ng p:r:oceedings i~ prohibited; 
l, The~e sha.11 be no bro~dcaat of aanferl.'!nces which o~cur in a 
couxt facility b~tween atto:r.:ne.ys and their clients, between. co-
cQ\UU!lel of a client, or between counsel and the pre8iding judge 
h~ld at the bnnch. There aba.ll be no still pbotog~aphy, 
photogx'aphe, or t@levi~ion tran$missii;:m of ~otea upon the counsel 
table, nor Qf any exhib:i.t.! before th~y are admitted. into erldence. 
There sball be no bro&dcast of ve~bal communications be~ween 
atto:rneya and thei~ cli!!n~$, between ~o-cou:ne~l of a olient, o~ 
b~twe~ counst'!l and t.he preaiding judge. 
2. There should be nQ recording or t~anamissi~n of in~ca~era 
ses~ions or judicial deliba~ations. 
3, Th.er~ shall ~e no r~gordi.ngn or broada~et trart$m:lssions Qf 
pro~eedings when they are clo~ed to tbft public including adoptions 
mental h~alth p~oceedinsra, child protect~~ ~ct proce$dings. ' 
t('l;r'ltliuation of pare.nt child rel.atic:n:ua, grand j u.:i:y proceed.in.gs, 
issuance of a~;i::l!!!~t an.d S$a~oh wa1"~Ant pro=eedings covered by Rule 
32, '.Idaho AdminiBtra.t~.ve Rulet:1, or a comp:...ra.ble rula when the 
~~oceeai'#.f tn'USt he closed tp e£feotu~t~ the purp~SeD of the rul~. 
d. 'l11e p~e~id:lng judge may aKcl~de electronic media cov~~ge and 
prc~il:>it still photography of a particuiar pa~tia~pant or d'f.r~ct 
that the idE'ntity er a.ud.io of' a participant bf)! concealed. upon a 
determ11'>.!ltion that auch COV'e~age will hAYe a ~ubetantial adverse 
e£f~ac upon a pa~ticular i~d.ividual. lt is expected the presiding 
judge will exareise particular sentritivity to vi~tiros of c~ime. 
e. 'l'he admi%1;i.l!Jtrative district judge shall J?X'O!ll'lllgate ru.lon governing 
cov$rage ou~aide the co~~troom in courthouaes within the judio~~l 
distric=t.. 
f. It i~ the responsibility of e4¢h broadQ~~t news representative 
pr$~~nt at the boginnin~ 0£ each ses~ion of court to ac.biave an 
unde~~ta.n.ding with all other broadeant r.epraeentat1~Q a~ to who 
will function at any giVBn time, o~ in the altern~ti~e, how ~bay 
will ~o1 thei~ photographic coverage. Thie understa.nd.ing shall be 
;i;-~ached outi':lide the aCJu.xtroom and without impos;l,,tion upon the. 
pres.idi:oa: judge ox- court personnel. The P:i:"Midiitg judge Sb.all not 
be oAlled upon to resolve any disputea except to deterinine that if 
~he broadca~t representatives cannot agree, broadca~t coverage will 
i:iot. ta.kl!! pla.cf!I • 
9 . .A.pproval tc broadcast or phot~•Ph a. court pJ:"C10eeding must b'(! 
obta;Lr:ie!d, in adTIU.lae from the px-esiding judge. 
UQOJrST 't'O OBTUN .l.Jlll'ROVJJ. 'l'Q 
DROADaaBT AJID/OA l'BO'l'OGRAJ.SJI A 
COtial:r l'Sf.O~DQ l?(!l.ge 2 cf i 
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h. If aove~$ge ia authori~ed, rula9 governing the media sh~ll b~ 
eetaJ:J.li8bed at each judge's disc~~tion. Cov~rage may l)e authori~~d 
subje~t to the following guidelinesi 
i. Jury - P®togra.phing or v:tdeotaping of the jury or jurors is 
p~ohibited, in.eluding during juxy selection, 
2. Light: - E:d,sting light only ma.y be. used fo:r: still. photography o:r 
video covia:z:-ag~. Ele~tronia fla~b or a:t:'tificia.1 lighting is 
prahibi tt;1d. 
l, camera lrois~ ~ camera noise and distractio~s 8hall be keJ;>t to ~, 
miaimum. 
~. Still Photography - Ex~ernaJ. motor drives ehall not be used. 
~ual film advance o~ quiet built~in winde~a shall be used ;Ln: a 
'llUlllner that dtul!e not: disrupt the eourt pz:oceedUJ.ga. The ~umbe:r of 
axpc:itu,ires shall be kept t:o a mi.11:1.murn. FA$lt random shooting of 
photographa ia :Qot permitted. 
s. Video coverage ~ No vi~eo or ~elevision camera shall give any 
indication of ~hethe~ it ia eparati~g. 
G. Audio - Atty audiP equipment shal.l bl1'J placed ae d4!lterminad. by the 
p~ollliding judge. '!'here shall be no l:>X'On.dcaet Of cox:i.fid.entid 
COtUlnUniQations. Xf there iQ coverage by both radio and talevieion, 
the microphone! UQed shall serve ~ach system without duplication. 
7. Location - Media shall be in »osition at l~ast 15 minuteQ befo~a 
r::curt begino. Medi,~ positiorui gluf.ll. not: c.bAnge while c:o\U"t ie in 
ses$ion. The s~~cific location or locations of media rnuet be 
i!l.J?P.ro"V"ed in advance :by the pre1Jic:ling judge Cl7 de~ig:nee. 
a. Dretil!J ~ Medi& representatives shall p:re,,ent a n~at appearance 
and conduct tnemaelVl!!s in keeping with the dignity of eou:ct 
prooe~dinga as determined by the presiding judge. 
9. Pooling - Only ona 8till photographer and one camera op~~ator 
shall :be pe:rnti.tted in the i:ou.rtroorn. Th~ p:t<esidi.ng judge may allow 
additional ca1Mr1v1. Media o:r:ganizatio:tUI muat 11.rrang-e for pooling. 
i, The pt"esidi.ng judge may reqqi:re any madilil r&present~t.ive to 
detttOnatrae~ Qdequately in advane~ 0£ a proceeding that the 
equipment to be u.tled merits the standards of the rule, 
j. The public 9lut,ll not bi:a x-equired t:.o incur any wepensea to 
ttt:catiimodat.111: camerae o;r other equipnu;tnt cove:ced by this rule. Any 
proposal by media rap~asentative~ to modify aziating f~cilitiea at 
me.dil\ e:itpen!le to accommodate use of eqitiplbent in thtl courtroom 
shall bi! aubmitted to the trial COUl:'t adminis'trator fQ;J;" tile 
dist~ict. A tinal propo$~l shall be tttibmitted to tbe administrativ~ 
distri~~ judge for acceptance1 modificat.ion, or rejectii:m. 
DQt1UT 'tO OBTAD ~PR.OVAL 'l"Q 
DRO.lJl~T JUIJD/08. PBO'l'~H A 
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k. 'l'bft ~dia/C¢l.U:1:Q COmmi~tee shalA 011 i1l'l ongoin~ basin evaluaee the uae 
of cam~~•8 in t~e CC>\U'trQl;.llll aud. at any cime bring fo~th r•comni~nd.ations 
t:c amt11nd <lr modify thia orde.r. 
"m!S WXl.I'l'Th P~ TO POOX. l?l!O'l'OGRAW.IC AND/on. BROAPCAsT COVl!IRAGE BY 
ALL l'.N'.t'ERE.S'tEJ) Mll:D!A IS APPENPED I:JlmETO. 
ORDD 
The Cou:r::t, having considel.'~d the .requeEJt un.d~r the Rule pe:t't!littitig 
camera$ in the t~ial cau~trooms, hereby o~ders that peJ;tnisaion tQ 
.brofdeal!lt: and/or photograph the above baa.ring is 
~tod; under the following """" .. ri,,-..:1c~t-ci;!<on--eA~i ;:;.-z,_~_........-c,,""""--
QQtnlST lllO OBTUX APPROVU. "l'O 
~T AlllD/OJt. ~It ~ 
COURT PROC:DDDU .Page 4 Qf 4 
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SUPPLEMENTAL 
CONDITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS REGARDING BROADCAST AND/OR 
PHOTOGRAPHIC COVERAGE OF COURTROOM FOR 
Case Name ~ vS . ~ '--~~~r<~-c.-.._,/:..._A_...} 
Case No. 
12!/le.-Zo!6 -/e:.e:rr9'5 
Date/Date~ ZS/ 2CJ/// /;5<Jj?,_,_,. 
1. No video or photographs shall be taken of the gallery (audience) or of spectators 
in the courtroom. 
2. No video or photographs shall be taken of the alleged victim(s) or family 
members. 
3. No video or photographing shall commence until the case is called and all video 
or photographing shall cease when the case concludes. 
4. No video or photographing shall be taken during any recess of the court. 
5. No other cameras or use of cameras will be allowed in the courthouse, except as 
permitted by the respective presiding judge(s). 
6. Video media must pool their coverage. The camera allowed pursuant to the order 
allowing broadcast and/or photographic coverage shall provide video feed to all 
other requesting media. 
7. The camera shall be set up behind the bar on the left side Oury box side) of the 
courtroom unless a different location is approved by the Court in writing prior to the 
hearing. 
8. The camera shall be set up so as not to interfere with public ingress and egress. 
9. The camera and the camera operator must be in position and set up not less than 
fifteen (15) minu,tes prio~to e commencement of court, which is scheduled to 
commence at /; ~ . /p.m. The camera and the camera operator must 
remain in court until adjo rns or recesses. 
10. Cameras shall not record or broadcast any conversation or communication 
between attorneys and clients. 




12. No video or sound feed that may be heard or viewed by any person who may be 
a witness in the case before the court shall be permitted in the hallways of the 
courthouse. 
13. No cameras or media personnel are allowed in the third floor security hallway 
behind the courtrooms. 
14. No video or photographs shall be taken of any witness before, during, or after 
his/her testimony. 
15. No person shall be asked to pose for any photograph in the courtroom. No 
staged or posed photographs shall be permitted. 
16. No camera person shall be permitted in the well of the courtroom at any time. 
17. The media representative appearing at the scheduled hearing must identify 
himself or herself for the court record to confirm that he or she agrees to be 
bound by the conditions imposed by the Court. 
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Case No. CR 2010-16895 
ORDER FOR DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 
EVALUATION 
The case is scheduled for sentencing upon convictions by a jury, Defendant 
having requested and this Court is of the opinion that a domestic violence evaluation is 
needed for purposes of sentencing in this matter can be conducted. 
The Court hereby orders an examination and evaluation of the defendant. 
NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that TOM WILSON 
COUNSELING CENTER, or agent thereof, perform such evaluation on the defendant. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the cost of the preparation of said evaluation 
shall be at the County's expense provided that Defendant may be required to reimburse 
Third Judicial District for the cost of evaluation, to be determined at a later time. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Canyon County Prosecutor and public 
defender shall provide copies of relevant collateral documentation to the evaluators prior 
to Defendant's scheduled appointment. 
3 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that TOM WILSON COUNSELING CENTER 
provide the Court with an original signed, written to: HONORABLE JUNEAL 
KERRICK, 1115 Albany St, Caldwell, ID 83605; 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that copies of said report be sent to: 
[ X] Public Defender's Office, 510 Arthur St., Caldwell, ID 83605 
[ X ] Canyon County Prosecutors Office, 1115 Albany St., Caldwell, ID 
83605 
DATED this Tuesday, January 04, 2011. 
00154 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I served true and correct copies of the foregoing document 
upon the following: 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83601 
Canyon County Public Defender 
510 Arthur St. 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
TOM WILSON COUNSELING CENTERS 
Sent via facsimile 208-388-1687 
either by depositing the same in the U.S. mail, first class postage prepaid, or by 
personal service. 
Dated this [)' day of January, 2011 
WILLIAM H. HURST 
Clerk of the Court 
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DARREN DUSTIN CARMOUCHE, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR 2010-16895*C 
FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER 
On November 12, 2010, the Court conducted a court trial on the persistent violator 
sentence enhancement allegation contained in Part II of the Amended Superceding Indictment 
filed herein. At the conclusion of the court trial, the Court announced its oral findings and 
conclusions. The Court has since reviewed the testimony and evidence presented at the court 
trial and has concluded that its' oral ruling was in error. The Court, therefore, makes the 
following written findings of fact and conclusions of law. 
Procedural History 
The above-entitled case came on regularly for trial to a jury on Part I of the Amended 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER 1 
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Superceding Indictment on November 3, 4 and 5, 2010. Following trial, the jury duly empaneled 
and sworn, returned its verdict finding the Defendant guilty of the felony crimes of Attempted 
Strangulation, Second Degree Kidnapping, Aggravated Battery, and Domestic Battery with 
Traumatic Injury as charged in Counts I, II, III and IV of Part I of the Amended Superceding 
Indictment. Thereafter, following the receipt and filing of the verdict, the Defendant and the 
State each waived the right to a trial by jury on the Persistent Violator sentence enhancement 
allegation charged in Part II of the Amended Superceding Indictment. The Court scheduled the 
sentence enhancement allegation for trial before the Court to commence on November 12, 2010. 
At the Court trial, the State called two witnesses and introduced four exhibits. The 
defense presented no evidence. Following the presentation of evidence, the Court orally ruled 
that the State had met its burden of proving the persistent violator allegation beyond a reasonable 
doubt, and stated that the Court would enter an order accordingly. The Court scheduled the case 
for sentencing before Hon. Juneal C. Kerrick on January 5, 2011, ordered a presentence 
investigation report together with substance abuse assessment and a mental health examination 
pursuant to LC. § 19-2524, and a batterer's evaluation. Judge Kerrick subsequently continued 
the sentencing until January 25, 2011. Judgment has not been entered. 
The Law Relating to Persistent Violator Allegations 
Idaho Code Section 19-2514 provides that a person convicted for the third time of the 
commission of a felony shall be considered a persistent violator and shall be sentenced to a term 
of not less than five (5) years, which term may extend to life. The persistent violator allegation is 
not a separate crime. Rather, it is an allegation which may render a person convicted of a felony 
crime for the third time liable for a greater sentence than would otherwise have been allowed had 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER 2 
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he not been previously convicted of two felony charges. State v._ Johnson, 86 Idaho 51 (1963). 
The former convictions relied upon to invoke the persistent violator enhancement must be 
alleged in the indictment or information and must be proved at trial. State v. Medrain, 143 Idaho 
329, 332 (Ct.App. 2006); State v. Martinez, 102 Idaho 875, 880 (Ct.App.1982). The State is 
required to establish the identity of the defendant as the person formerly convicted beyond a 
reasonable doubt. Medrain, 143 Idaho at 332; State v. Cheatham, 139 Idaho 413, 416 (Ct.App. 
2003). The burden of proof is on the State and the defendant is not required to call any witnesses 
or produce any evidence. Medrain, 143 Idaho at 332. 
Analysis 
Following trial to the Court on Part II of the Amended Superceding Indictment, the Court 
has reviewed the testimony and evidence presented at trial and finds and concludes as follows. 
The State presented admissible evidence of the following. Two Ada County Judgments 
establishing that a "Darren Dustin Carmouche" with a date of birth d with a 
social security number o was convicted in Ada County of the two felony charges 
alleged in Part II of the Amended Superceding Indictment. The State further presented 
admissible evidence that the defendant in this case is named Darren Dustin Carmouche and that 
the defendant's date of birth is May 17, 1980, as evidenced by his driver's license which was 
admitted into evidence at trial. The State's witnesses identified the defendant as being the person 
depicted in the driver's license. 
The issue presented was whether the identity of the defendant as being the person 
convicted in the two Ada County cases was proven beyond a reasonable doubt. 
The State sought to prove that the defendant's social security number matched the social 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER 3 
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security number of the defendant in the two Ada County cases. Detective Angela Weekes of the 
Nampa Police Department testified that she ran the defendant's driver's license through "ILETS" 
and that "ILETS" reported that the defendant's social security number was 610-22-9644. The 
State then offered into evidence an "ILETS" printout reflecting that social security number as 
belonging to the defendant. Questions in aid of objection reflected that Detective Weekes was 
not a custodian of the ILETS records, that ILETS records were not kept in the ordinary course of 
business by the Nampa Police Department and that she was not involved in obtaining of the 
information contained in ILETS. She testified that she simply obtained the ILETS report 
following the procedures she had learned in training. The defense interposed a hearsay objection. 
The State then withdrew the proffered exhibit. The social security number contained in the 
withdrawn "ILETS" exhibit as the defendant's social security number is the same as the social 
security number contained in each of the two Ada County Judgments. 
Our appellate courts have addressed the issue of the requisite proof required to identify a 
defendant as being the same individual named in the previous convictions. Our Court of Appeals 
has held that a certified copy of a judgment of conviction accompanied by mug shots, fingerprint 
cards and testimony that the fingerprints were similar to those of the defendant was sufficient 
evidence to prove the identity of the defendant in that case for purposes of a persistent violator 
enhancement. State v. Martinez, 102 Idaho 875, 880 (Ct.App. 1982). At the other end of the 
spectrum, however, our Cowt of Appeals has held that a certified copy of a judgment of 
conviction bearing the same name as the defendant was insufficient to establish the identity of 
the person fo1merly convicted beyond a reasonable doubt. Medrain, 143 Idaho at 332-33. More 
recently, the Idaho Court of Appeals addressed a case where the proof presented was more than 
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that found to be inadequate in Medrain and less that that determined to establish the identity of 
the defendant as being the person previously convicted in Martinez. See State v. Lawyer, ---P.3d-
--, 2010 WL 3565175 (Ct.App.2010). In that case, a DUI charge which was enhanced to a felony 
by an allegation of a prior felony DUI conviction, the Court of Appeals held that "the evidence of 
the previous conviction establishing the same name, same date of birth, same offense, and same 
county of conviction [was] sufficient to establish" defendant's identity as being the same person 
formerly convicted beyond a reasonable doubt. Lawyer, supra. The Court and counsel were 
aware of that case at the time of the court trial on Part II, but it could not be cited as authority 
since it had not, at that time, been released for publication. The Court of Appeals in Lawyer, by 
way of dicta, observed that a combination of personal and nonpersonal identifying evidence, 
when considered together, may at some point be sufficient to establish identity beyond a 
reasonable doubt. Id. 
1. Testimony re Defendant's Social Security Number 
At trial, the State argued that the Court should consider Detective Weekes' testimony as 
to the defendant's social security number as she found it on ILETS since there was neither an 
objection to her testimony nor a motion to strike. There was a hearsay objection to the printout 
of the ILETS information, which was the source of Detective Weekes' testimony as to the 
defendant's social security number, at the time it was offered. The State then withdrew its offer 
of that printout. The Court finds that the ILETS printout is hearsay. I.R.E. 801(c). The State 
offered no authority that the ILE TS printout fell within any of the exceptions of the hearsay rule 
and withdrew its offer of the exhibit. Detective Weekes' testimony was that she ran defendant's 
information from his driver's license through ILETS and that the ILETS report contained the 
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social security number that she gave in her testimony. She testified that the defendant's driver's 
license which was admitted into evidence did not contain a social security number. Detective 
Weekes' testimony as to what the ILETS report stated the defendant's social security number to 
be was also hearsay. The trial of Part II of the Amended Superceding Indictment was heard by 
the Court, without a jury, as a bench trial. The Court is required to make its findings as to Part II 
of the Amended Superceding Indictment upon admissible evidence. When the Court is the trier 
of fact, the Court may disregard any inadmissible evidence in makings its' findings. The mere 
fact that a witness testifies as to inadmissible hearsay without objection or without a motion to 
strike does not require the Court to ignore that the evidence is inadmissible. The Court thus finds 
and concludes that the State presented no admissible evidence as to the social security number of 
the defendant at trial in this case. 
2. This Case is Distinguishable from Lawver 
In Lawyer, the Court of Appeals held that "the evidence of the previous conviction 
establishing the same name, same date of birth, same offense, and same county of conviction" 
was sufficient to establish the identity of the defendant as the person formerly convicted beyond a 
reasonable doubt. Lawyer, supra. In this case, the State presented evidence of the previous two 
convictions, the same name and the same date of birth. The two prior convictions were 
controlled substance charges and not for the same offenses charged in Part I of the Amended 
Superceding Indictment. Neither were the two prior convictions in the same county. Both of the 
prior convictions were from Ada County, Idaho. This Court has found no Idaho authority to 
support a finding that the same name and the same date of birth, standing alone, is sufficient 
evidence to establish identity beyond a reasonable doubt. 
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Conclusion 
For the reasons set forth above, the Court finds and concludes that this Court erred in 
considering the hearsay testimony as to the defendant's social security number in making its oral 
ruling at the conclusion of the Court trial on Part II of the Amended Superceding Indictment. 
The Court further finds and concludes that it erred in finding that the State had established the 
identity of the defendant as the person formerly convicted in the two Ada County Judgments 
beyond a reasonable doubt. 
Therefore, 
ORDER 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, and this does ORDER, that the Defendant herein be, and is 
hereby ACQUITED of the sentence enhancement allegation contained in Part II of the Amended 
Superceding Indictment filed in the above-entitled case. 
DATEDthis 21 1r dayofJanuary,2011. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law 
and Order was served upon the following persons this ;LI day of January, 2011. 
BRYAN F. TAYLOR 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
ATTN: Michael K. Porter 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
MarkMimura 
Canyon County Public Defender 
ATTN: Aaron Bazzoli 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Chris Yamamoto, 
Clerk of the District Court 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER 
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MARK J. MIMURA 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Aaron Bazzoli 
510 Arthur St 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-4610 
Facsimile: (208) 639-4611 
ISB # 5512 
F IA.~M 
JAN 2 4 2011 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
C ATKINSON, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 





Case No. CR-2010-16895 
ORDER VACATING AND 
RESETTING SENTENCING 
HEARING 
The above-entitled matter, having come before the Court upon stipulation of the parties 
and good cause appearing, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the sentencing is vacated. The 
sentencing is reset to the 1 J1h day of February, 2011 at 1 :30., in front of Judge Kerrick. 
i~--
DATED t~a~ of January, 2011. 
A/-~u~ 
/ /1onorable District Judge Kerrick 
ORDER TO VACATE AND RESET SENTENCING 1 
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CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the <::J'-1 day of January 2011, I served a true and correct copy of the 
Order to Vacate and Reset the Sentencing upon the individual(s) named below in the manner 
noted: 
D By depositing copies of the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, first class. 
~y hand delivering copies of the same to the office(s) of the attomey(s) indicated below. 
D By faxing copies of the same to said attorney's at the facsimile number: (208) 455-7474. 
Bryan Taylor 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
D By depositing copies of the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, first class. 
~By hand delivering copies of the same to the office(s) of the attomey(s) indicated below. 
D By faxing copies of the same to said attorney's at the facsimile number: (208) 575-6217. 
Canyon County Public Defender 
510 Arthur St. 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
ORDER TO VACATE AND RESET SENTENCING 2 
CHRIS YAMAMOTO 
Clerk of the Court 
000:165 
---Aaron Bazzoli CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
510 Arthur St. 
J OR!GINAL F ' I J /i=-b.. 
----A.~M. 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-4610 
Facsimile: (208) 639-4611 
Idaho State Bar No.5512 
JAN 2 4 2011 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
C ATKINSON, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 





Case No. CR 2010-16895 
ORDER FOR DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 
EVALUATION 
The case is scheduled for sentencing upon convictions by a jury, Defendant 
having requested and this Court is of the opinion that a domestic violence evaluation is 
needed for purposes of sentencing in this matter can be conducted. 
The Court hereby orders an examination and evaluation of the defendant. 
NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Corrine Tafoya Fisher or 
qualified agent perform such evaluation on the defendant. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the cost of the preparation of said evaluation 
shall be at the County's expense provided that Defendant may be required to reimburse 
Third Judicial District for the cost of evaluation, to be determined at a later time. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Canyon County Prosecutor and public 
defender shall provide copies of relevant collateral documentation to the evaluators prior 
to Defendant's scheduled appointment. 
0001.66 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Corrine Tafoya Fisher provide the Court with 
an original signed, written to: HONORABLE JUNEAL KERRICK, 1115 Albany St, 
Caldwell, ID 83605; 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that copies of said report be sent to: 
[ X] Public Defender's Office, 510 Arthur St., Caldwell, ID 83605 
[ X ] Canyon County Prosecutors Office, 1115 Aibany St., Caldwell, ID 
83605 
DATED this7' January f,-2011. 
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CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I served true and correct copies of the foregoing document 
upon the following: 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83601 
Canyon County Public Defender 
510 Arthur St. 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Cook and Tafoya-Fisher Behavioral Health 
16 l21h Ave Suite 103 
Nampa, Id 83651 
either by depositing the same in the U.S. mail, first class postage prepaid, or by 
personal service. 
Dated this --4 day ofJanuary, 2011 
CHRIS YAMAMOTO 
Clerk of the Court 
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